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MINUTES OF MEETING

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

OCTOBER 4-5, 1990

Chairman Warren Pol presiding:

Thursday, October 4, 1990

Houston Foret 
Don Hines 
Jimmy Jenkins 
Bert Jones 
Norman McCall

Secretary Van Sickle was also present.
Pete Vujnovich was absent.

Friday, October 5, 1990

Houston Foret 
Don Hines 
Jimmy Jenkins 
Bert Jones 
Norman McCall

Secretary Van Sickle was also present.
Pete Vujnovich was absent.

A motion was made by Mr. Jenkins for approval of the September 
6-7, 1990 Minutes of the Commission Meeting. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Jones and passed unanimously.

The Revised Administrative Procedure Act (APA) was explained 
by Mr. Mike Landrum, Legal Counsel, to the Commission. Mr. Landrum 
pointed out that with the revised APA it now takes around 154 days 
as compared to 90 days to promulgate a rule starting from 
submission of the Fiscal and Economic Impact Statement to 
publication of the Final Rule. This is causing proposed rules to 
be brought before the Commission again after their original 
submission to the Commission. The department is proposing that 
these rules be brought to the Commission initially through a notice 
of intent or declaration of emergency and not come back to them 
before the rule is ready for final passage. All the administrative 
steps that need to take place in between the submission of the 
proposed rule to the Commission and the final rule would be taken 
care of by the department. The authorization for the department 
will be taken care of on a case by case basis and the resolution 
that is submitted with a notice of intent or emergency declaration 
will include language to allow the department to do what is 
necessary along the way to take the rule through the process until



final action at which time it will be brought back to the 
Commission, explained Mr. Landrum.

Mr. Pol advised Mr. Landrum and the department to proceed 
along the basis that had just been explained and stated that the 
Commission did not have any objections to this proposal.

At Friday's meeting Secretary Van Sickle introduced Mr. Kerry 
St. Pe1, biologist, from DEQ who gave a report on Produced Water 
Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the Department of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) . At the last Commission meeting that was held in New 
Orleans Secretary Van Sickle informed the Commissioners that the 
Department of Environmental Quality was proposing regulations that 
would phase out the discharge of brines in coastal Louisiana and 
that the department had a long history of being on record together 
with the National Marine Fisheries Service, the Gulf Council, the 
Gulf Sates Marine Fisheries Commission and others in supporting the 
Department of Environmental Quality in this bold move. Secretary 
Van Sickle suggested, at that time, that this might be something 
that the Commission would also like to consider supporting and 
asked that the Department of Environmental Quality's representative 
attend the next Commission meeting and present the proposal. The 
department has been on record for a couple of years trying to 
support DEQ in this action. Secretary Van Sickle stated that she 
wished Mr. Vujnovich was at the meeting because she is particularly 
concerned about shellfish.

Mr. St. Pe' presented a slide presentation along with his 
report on produced water discharge. The report was released in 
July of 1990 and the target of the study was produced waters which 
are liquid discharges from the oil industry and is basically highly 
saline water that is pulled up from the underground formations 
along with the oil. This is a waste product that is discharged 
under current regulations legally to brackish and saline marshes. 
Past experiences with produced water as a waste have dealt with the 
highly saline water more obvious effects on vegetation. 
Particularly targeted were discharges into poorly flushed systems 
pointed out Mr. St. Pe'. These are systems that are not subject 
to very strong direct tidal movements but do drain into systems 
that are very well flushed. There were four different study sites 
observed throughout southeast Louisiana coastal areas. These sites 
were the Le Rhet Oil and Gas field in Terrebonne Parish, Bully Camp 
Oil Field in LaFourche Parish north of the Pointe Au-Chien Wildlife 
Management Area, Delta Farms in LaFourche Parish and Washington 
Lake in Plaquemines Parish. At all the sights the effluent 
salinity was looked at and nine stations along transects were 
examined that radiated from the point source discharge (end of 
pipe). There was a reference site in each case that was unaffected 
by the discharge directly. The Le Rhet site discharged about four 
hundred and sixty two barrels of brine per day and was the lowest 
volume of all the four study sites. The salinity was a hundred and 
thirty eight parts per thousands as compared to full strength
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seawater which is thirty five parts per thousand. The Delta Farm 
study site was the largest, by volume, with a discharge rate of 
thirteen thousand and a half barrels of brine per day. According 
to 1986 figures there are about two million barrels of brine 
discharged daily into coastal Louisiana waters. The Bully Camp 
site discharge rate was approximately one thousand barrels of brine 
per day. The receiving streams salinities were about eight part 
per thousand with the effluent salinity being about a hundred and 
fifty parts per thousand. Lake Washington in Plaquemines Parish 
had a discharge rate of approximately one thousand barrels per day 
of brine. The salinity was about a hundred and ninety two parts 
per thousand. The hydraulic behavior of produced water was looked 
into. The reason for this was because the produced waters were so 
saline that they are much denser than a receiving stream, actually 
much heavier and sink to the bottom. In past investigations of the 
effluents, an increase in the receiving stream salinities 
frequently could not be measured even though the salinity of the 
effluent was extremely high and should have been able to detect. 
DEQ wanted to get an idea of the degree of stratification, or 
layering, once the waters discharged. A core sampler was developed 
which was a plastic tube with a slot cut into it and sealed with 
silicone. This allows for a core sample to be pulled and also 
removes sub-samples of the overlying water at any level desired. 
The samples were analyzed for chloride content which is the 
dominant salt in produced water. The results were plotted at each 
of the stations. Instrumentation used over the past years to 
investigate were unable to detect the rising salinities because the 
chloride levels or the salinities were being affected below the 
level at which the machines could detect. Another thing that was 
looked at was the radium activities in the effluents and sediments 
around the discharge sites. In all cases radium was high. The 
soils collected in the study pattern showed extremely high levels 
in the sediments nearest to the outfall with gradually decreasing 
levels leaving away from the outfall. The Le Rhet site referenced 
2.7. The Delta Farm site did not accumulate the amount of radium 
that was seen at the other sights. It is believed that the reason 
for this is because of the extremely organic nature of these soils 
and there have been several studies that indicate that organic 
soils just do not accumulate radium. Bully Camp site showed a very 
similar pattern to Le Rhet site. Lake Washington also showed 
extremely high levels of radium. A very high correlation was seen 
between the chloride concentrations in the sediments and radium 
activities in sediments. As in chloride concentrations that 
increase with depth into the sediments, the data strongly suggest 
that the radium concentrations would also increase but DEQ has not 
looked at this pointed out Mr. St. Pe. 1 The toxicity of the 
effluents were measured using two organisms (common estuarine 
shrimp and a sheepshead minnow). All the effluents showed a 
significant amount of toxicity. The Bully Camp effluent was the 
most toxic to the shrimp and the less toxic to the sheepshead 
minnow. The toxicity of the sediments was also looked at and 
measured in the test. Sediments were collected from an affected
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station and a reference station of each of the sites. There was 
a high degree of toxicity measured at the affected station and very 
little toxicity measured in the reference sediments. A broad range 
of chemical analysis were run specifically looking at organic 
chemicals in produced waters. These same tests have been done in 
several studies prior to this study. Benzine, ptyalin, ethyl 
benzine, xylene were all detected in each of the effluents. The 
significance of these organics is that they are either known or 
suspected carcinogens which is the ig interest among the scientific 
community in these chemicals. In addition to looking at the 
effluents themselves, the accumulations of these organics in 
sediments around the effluents were looked at also. There is an 
indication that there is an extremely high concentrations of these 
organics in the sediments and that they were traceable to petroleum 
origins. Another important part of the study was to get an idea 
of what might accumulate in organisms that live in these areas 
where the effluents are discharged. There are approximately six 
hundred and ninety eight effluent sites in Louisiana according to 
1986 figures within the inter estuaries (oyster growing areas, 
shrimp nursery grounds, etc.). Oysters were collected from the 
Sister Lake seed grounds and cages were built to put seventy five 
oysters per cage. These trays were set out in the vicinity of the 
effluents at varying distances from the actual end of the pipe. 
There was a good bit of mortality in some of the oysters. There 
was a sixty four percent loss in the oyster trays that were set 
out in Lake Washington. There was some loss at the Le Rhet site 
also. This was not done to test how much loss there would be among 
the oysters. After thirty days the oysters were harvested and 
analyzed for the organic chemicals. The Le Rhet oyster site picked 
up significant amounts of volatiles. All of the oysters with the 
exception of the control picked up the pHs in significant 
concentrations. The radium concentrations were also looked at that 
might be picked up by the oysters. One set of oysters did 
accumulate radium at a level of 3.1 which is significant. A lot 
of samples have been performed since the study was released and 
have found some small amounts of radium in some oysters but have 
not found any radium in any commercial lease. Although there are 
commercial leases in the general vicinity of these discharges and 
in the immediate vicinity of these discharges the bottoms are 
extremely contaminated with petroleum, oysters cannot survive in 
those areas so they would not be available to accumulate radium. 
There have been several studies on radium accumulations in 
mollusks. Their body metabolism is geared to picking up similar 
elements (radium is very close in nature to calcium) and they have 
a high affinity to accumulate radium and to hold it. The 
significance of the hydraulic behavior of the study is that the 
salinity, although it is extremely high and would affect the bio 
that would be exposed, is that this seems to be the mechanism by 
which all the pollutants are accumulating in the bottom. The 
effluents appear to be initially diluted to some small extent but 
the dilution is not enough to overcome the density difference 
between the receiving stream and the effluent thus it sinks to the
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bottom. As the effluents flow through the bottom and over the 
bottom they are actually accumulated to levels higher than what is 
in the actual effluent. This seems to be the mechanism by which 
the sediments are being accumulated and are transported to farther 
stations by other mechanisms such as storms, dredging, etc.

Mr. St. Pe1 stated that to address all this DEQ is presently 
proposing regulations that would phase out, in four years, these 
discharges. Currently it is legal to discharge these effluents in 
brackish and saline areas. Louisiana is one of two states in the 
entire country that allow such discharges and the only state that 
allows the discharge of produced waters that are produced actually 
offshore in federal waters to discharge inshore. This study is one 
of many which show the problems with produced waters and is not 
the first study showing problems with produced waters pointed out 
Mr. St. Pe'. Everything that was looked at in this study has been 
shown to occur before with the possible exception of the degree of 
stratification. DEQ's proposal will cost the oil industry money 
and this is why the proposed regulations will be phased in over a 
four year period. The offshore industry will not be affected by 
these regulations and will, more or less, be allowed to do what 
they are doing now. Limits will be put on the organics and radium, 
just as limits are put on all other regulated industries by DEQ. 
Mr. St. Pe1 in concluding his report called for questions and 
stated that they would appreciate any support.

Chairman Pol called for questions from the Commission members. 
Mr. Jenkins asked about the letter to the editor in the Baton Rouge 
paper by Deputy Secretary Henson Moore which basically said that 
he was willing to try to appropriate six hundred thousands dollars 
to a million dollars to LSU to do a study on this problem. DEQ and 
other departments of the state did not seem to be interested in 
this and asked Mr. St. Pe' to comment on this. Mr. St. Pe' advised 
that his department's position is that they would welcome any 
additional studies but on the other hand there have been many 
studies done on produced water. If additional studies are to take 
place this is fine but DEQ feels like there is enough information 
to indicate that there are serious problems associated with these 
discharges and that there are significant problems to the fisheries 
of Louisiana. DEQ feels like this should be regulated just as any 
other industry is regulated added Mr. St. Pe'.

Mr. Jenkins pointed out an article that came out yesterday in 
the Wildlife Federation paper "Louisiana Out-Of-Doors" written by 
Attorney General Billy Guste in which he states "that unfortunately 
there has been almost no research on the impacts of the high saline 
waters on the coastal wetlands. Even without extensive research 
it is easy to see the serious impacts some of these discharges are 
having". Mr. Jenkins stated that what Attorney General Guste is 
saying is that there has been no studies either. Mr. St. Pe' 
answered that there has been several studies and does not know 
exactly what Attorney General Guste means. There have been studies
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done on offshore by API, a study done for Minerals Management 
Services by LUMCON, the industry itself, Mid-Continent Association 
Oil and Gas financed a study that was done by LUMCON, and the 
recent study by DEQ. Results are scheduled to come out in November 
at the Minerals Management Information Transfer meeting on another 
study done by LUMCON. Studies on produced water date back to the 
fifties which were not quite as thorough because of the non
availability of equipment to look at organic chemicals. Mr. 
Jenkins asked about the effects on the fish and wildlife. Mr. St. 
Pe' answered anything that would affect the organisms that live in 
the sediments would affect finfish. Mr. Jenkins if we were eating 
poison fish. Mr. St. Pe1 answered "no sir" and one thing DEQ1 s 
study did was to indicate that a lot of the pollutants were being 
accumulated in the bottom sediments. The Minerals Management study 
done by LUMCON had indicated levels in the water column at stations 
far away from the effluent. Finfish have the ability to depurate 
the organics. Oysters do not have the ability to depurate the 
organics or to break them down but they can purge themselves. 
Unfortunately oysters are not usually depurated before they are 
consumed. Mr. Jenkins asked if oysters were checked before 
consumption. Not routinely answered Mr. St. Pe'. Mr. Jenkins 
asked what other types of fish are affected besides oysters. Mr. 
St. Pe' advised that it would affect anything that would live on 
the bottom, all organisms that form the bottom of the food chain. 
This was not looked at in DEQ's study but was looked at in the 
Minerals Management study and also a study done in Trinity Bay, 
Texas where they demonstrated, about one hundred and fifty meters 
around a particular discharge, a significant reduction or absence 
of these organisms. Each discharge to an area that would allow the 
material to accumulate in bottoms would also result in a severe 
depression to the organic community. Mr. St. Pe' advised that this 
would affect anything that depends on food to survive. It cannot 
be indicated that fish are dying from organic contamination from 
petroleum discharges but it has been indicated that discharges are 
certainly impacting the environment and it is impossible to say how 
much they are affecting the fisheries in Louisiana commented Mr. 
St. Pe'.

Mr. McCall asked about the fact that Louisiana is the only 
state that allows produced waters to be pumped from offshore to 
inshore and how much of this was being done? Mr. St. Pe' advised 
that he did not have the figures in front of him but it was a high 
volume discharge. Secretary Van Sickle stated that about thirty 
percent of these discharges are brines that are pumped onshore from 
the OCS and separated from the petroleum product which is sold. 
The brine is then dumped in the waterways. Thirty percent of one 
billion barrels a year come from the federal outer continental 
shelf.

Dr. Hines asked what were the companies going to do with the 
brine in four year. Mr. St. Pe' stated that in freshwater ares the 
discharge of brine is presently prohibited. In these areas there

6



is oil production and they simply re-inject it back into a similar 
formation. The technology is there and it will be an additional 
expense. Mr. ' Jenkins asked about the existing wells in the 
saltwater areas and drilling of injection wells for pumping the 
brine back in. Secretary Van Sickle advised that it could be re
entered into existing wells which is probably going to be what 
mostly occurs. Mr. St. Pe* commented that fortunately there are 
a lot of wells that have been shut down due to lack of significant 
oil production but in some cases they may to drill another well.

Mr. McCall asked if this was the case then would they have to 
shut down a lot of marketing on properties? Mr. St. Pe1 answered 
that there was a possibility of this being done.

Chairman Pol called for comments from the floor. Mr. Wayne 
Harmon, President of the Louisiana Association of Independent Oil 
Producers addressed the Commission. The association has a direct 
concern with these particular regulations that are being proposed 
by DEQ and Wildlife and Fisheries for several reasons. At this 
point in the meeting Secretary Van Sickle pointed out that Wildlife 
and Fisheries is not proposing these regulations but they are 
supporting them. Mr. Harmon went on to advise that the main 
concerns the association have are the cost and the fact that there 
is not scientific proof what damage is being done in what areas. 
Mr. Moore did get involved in this from the fact that 
representatives of LABRO went to Washington and sat down with the 
Deputy Secretary and informed him of what was happening, what the 
effects would be from DNR's actual figures and asked if he or the 
department could possibly help fund some kind of scientific study 
which he agreed to and give it to LSU. The scientific 
justification for prohibiting the discharge of produced waters is 
very, very important to the association. Officials from DEQ and 
from Wildlife and Fisheries have repeatedly asserted that studies 
show that the highly saline produced water discharges kill the 
marsh. They rely on the LUMCON study which Mr. St. Pe1 referred 
to and they rely on DEQ's own study by Mr. St. Pe1 pointed out Mr. 
Harmon. The LUMCON study states "it becomes clear that present 
produced water discharges result in only localized (several km at 
most) increases in salinity mainly in bottom waters and that the 
effect on salinity within major segments of the estuaries is 
negligible" and "there was no effect of produced water discharges 
on marsh loss or at least that this effect was very small if at 
all". The St. Pe1 study which was unfortunately an under funded 
DEQ attempt to provide some of the missing scientific justification 
provides in its conclusion "that sample replication necessary for 
making statistically valid comparisons was not part of this study 
component". Attorney Guste in a letter to Mr. Moore dated 
September 10, 1990, asserted that produced water discharges have 
"severe detrimental effects on aquatic life and pose a potential 
human health risk". With due deference to the Attorney General, 
Mr. Harmon stated that this is precisely why a scientific study is
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needed. The LUMCON study states that "significance and mechanisms 
of bioaccumulations deserve more in-depth study to properly 
investigate the potential for human health and ecological effects 
resulting from the uptake of produced waters, the produced water 
associated contaminants by estuarine organisms". It is known that 
produced waters contain some contaminants and that the levels of 
concentration vary from discharge point to discharge point but what 
is not known is how the contaminants are dispersed and diluted once 
they enter the water? do they undergo transformation, 
biodegeneration, hydriculus, photosymphsis, volatilization and many 
other things after they enter the water; are organisms in the water 
affected by these contaminants and if so what are the uptake 
pathways? do the impacted organisms biocumulate or get rid of that 
contaminant? what impact does the contamination or the contaminants 
have on the reproduction, growth and mortality of the aquatic life; 
most importantly at what concentrations do these contaminants 
constitute a risk to human health and the environment, these 
scientific issues that Mr. Moore agreed to and have DEQ provided 
with an estimated six hundred thousand to one million dollars to 
study stated Mr. Harmon. Mr. Moore intended to assist the state 
in providing a proper scientific basis for the regulations of 
produced water discharges and not as asserted by some state 
officials to delay needed regulations. LSU which has the most 
outstanding wetlands scientists, and fish and wildlife biologists 
in the world would do these studies. Another concern that the 
association has is that independents drill ninety percent of all 
the onshore wells in Louisiana jurisdiction and that fifteen 
percent of the total production in the wetland would be lost if 
this regulations is issued. Mr. Moore pointed out in his letter 
to the editor that this was more than one-half of what was being 
imported from Kuwait. An "in-house” study estimates that it will 
cost the industry upwards of five hundred and eighty million 
dollars plus a hundred and eighty three million dollars a year to 
operate these wells. The industry studies are upward of a billion 
dollars because some two thousand wells will have to be drilled in 
order to have a place to put the injection. Independents cannot 
do this because they started work on these and have been working 
under the regulations, and to come back with that kind of expense 
will cause a shut-down of a lot of production in the wetlands 
stated Mr. Harmon. Another concern is that the wetlands are the 
only place that independents can go. The major oil companies are 
moving offshore, to frontier areas and to foreign sources. 
Independents are moving from north Louisiana and mid-state 
Louisiana to the south and wetlands which is the future of the 
independent oil and gas industry in Louisiana. Talking about 
contamination of fish without knowing the scientific justification 
concerns the independents a great deal stated Mr. Harmon and he 
pointed out a wire that was put out by the APA to every newspaper 
in the country telling of contamination of wetlands and seafood in 
southwest Louisiana from oil fields. Louisiana does not need this 
kind of scare. DEQ is not willing to do the million dollar study 
and show scientific justification and if these regulations are
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issued it would be devastating to the state of Louisiana and 
devastating to the independent oil and gas industry stated Mr. 
Hannon. Mr. Harmon thinks there could be an ecological balance 
reached between Wildlife and Fisheries, the fisheries of this 
state, the independent oil and gas and the major oil and gas 
industry. The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission has a very 
important role to play in this and it should be taken into 
consideration very strongly. Mr. Harmon advised that if there were 
any questions he would be happy to answer them and that Mr. Kai 
Midboe was attending the meeting with him. Mr. Midboe has been 
hired to help to do a study on the scientific studies, lack of 
study and the economic impact of DEQ's proposed regulation.

Chairman Pol asked what Mr. Harmon estimated the cost would 
be for drilling one injection well. Mr. Harmon stated that in the 
wetland areas it is going to cost between a hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars to two hundred and eighty thousand dollars per 
well. The cost would depend upon how deep you have to go. In 
north Louisiana an injection well can be drilled for twenty five 
thousand to thirty thousand dollars.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary Van Sickle if she would like to 
ask Mr. Harmon any questions. Secretary Van Sickle advised that 
she and Mr. Harmon have talked and that this is not merely a zero 
discharge regulation. This regulation is making the oil companies 
come into compliance with the regulations that every other polluter 
in south Louisiana has had to come into compliance with. The 
department has been active in this along with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission and 
the Gulf Council who just recently took a very strong position on 
this issue. Secretary Van Sickle asked if she might make a 
presentation as to why the department has supported this so 
strongly.

At this time Secretary Van Sickle presented slides and 
described why the departments, both federal and state, have been 
concerned about these discharges. The Environmental Protection 
Agency has a draft notice out to do the same thing that DEQ is 
talking about doing if the state does not do it advised Secretary 
Van Sickle. Discharges are illegal in every other state in the 
country that produces oil and gas except Texas. The Texas 
fisheries director told Secretary Van Sickle last week that he 
thought discharges were being abolished. Secretary Van Sickle 
stated that she would bet that Texas is less than five percent of 
what Louisiana has. For every barrel of oil that is produced in 
Louisiana there is six barrels of brine produced. These brines 
have been produced since 1901 since the first oil field was 
discovered at Jennings and virtually up until 1965 the regulations 
did not prohibit the discharge. The Stream Control Commission 
which used to be part of Wildlife and Fisheries in 1965 prohibited 
the discharge of these brines into surface waters in north 
Louisiana because the people were concerned about cows being
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killed, grass dying and the potential health effects. The oil 
industry at' that time also came out and said that they would be put 
out of business. The oil industry in north Louisiana now injects 
their waste, just like ninety nine percent of the oil field wastes 
in this country are treated. It is put back down into the 
formation or shallower formations through a similar hole that is 
used to bring the brine up from the formation at depth. In 
offshore areas and in coastal Louisiana the brine is basically 
stored first in tank facilities where then they are separated. 
There are large tank facilities and small tank facilities in 
Louisiana. The Lake Washington field that Mr. St. Pe* was talking 
about has about thirteen different discharge locations and it has 
a lot of brine going into what used to be wetlands pointed out 
Secretary Van Sickle. Louisiana produces eighty five percent of 
the nation's offshore oil and gas and onshore there are more than 
three hundred fields that have been actively developed along the 
coast line. Offshore Louisiana has the most intensively developed 
Outer Ccontinental Shelf (OCS) in the world. OCS development was 
pioneered off the coast of Louisiana and every since the product 
was brought onshore, Louisiana has had a history of bringing brines 
onshore from OCS development for discharge. There are thirty six 
hundred platforms off the coast of Louisiana and these platforms 
pump ashore brine and oil pointed out Secretary Van Sickle. The 
discharge points for brine are in the brackish, saline and a few 
in the immediate marsh areas. Discharge of brine has been outlawed 
throughout the rest of the state. In California and Florida it is 
a criminal offense to discharge brine. In the onshore areas the 
brine is collected with the product that is sold via flow lines and 
then discharged into waterways. Terrebonne and Plaquemines Parish 
which are two of the state's major oyster growing and seafood 
production areas are producing a lot of the brine that is 
discharged into the surface waters. There are a hundred and eighty 
one pipelines basically that bring the brine in from the federal 
outer continental shelf. There are roughly six hundred and ninety 
discharge locations that together discharge into the coastal 
wetlands are one billion barrels per year. These brines are not 
simply concentrated seawater, the composition and ratio of oil 
field brines compared to seawater is radically different stated 
Secretary Van Sickle. They are calcium rich and toxic to many 
species. In addition they do contain what EPA calls their priority 
pollutants and this is the basis for the EPA regulations that are 
being proposed if DEQ does not do the job. At LSU, brines were 
looked at from a hundred and twenty seven different wells in 
Calcasieu Parish and fifty one wells in St. Charles Parish. The 
ratio of the salinity of the brine to seawater was between three 
and four times higher. Secretary Van Sickle explained the effects 
of brine on common marsh plants. The reason the department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries in the past has been concerned about this 
issue is because of its impacts and its potential chronic affects 
on the state's fishery resources stated Secretary Van Sickle and 
commented that she felt very safe in saying that these discharges 
are impacting Louisiana's coastal ecology. Secretary Van Sickle
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advised that she would be happy to answer any questions on behalf 
of the department.

Mr. Harmon stated that he would like to respond. Chairman Pol 
asked Mr. Harmon to please make it as short as possible as they had 
a long meeting ahead of them. He also asked Mr. Harmon to send a 
resume1 of what had been discussed at the meeting to each of the 
Commissioners so that they can review it before the next meeting.

Mr. Harmon stated that the point has been made several times 
at this meeting that Louisiana is one of the only states that 
allowed discharge. Louisiana is one of three states that even have 
wetlands where oil and gas is being produced. As Mr. Harmon 
understands it from the Department of Natural Resource in Alaska, 
the lower part of Alaska, except Prudo Bay, discharges are allowed 
in the wetlands. In Prudo Bay this is not allowed because their 
average well produces eighteen hundred barrels of oil a day and 
this cannot be compared to Louisiana where the average is fifteen 
barrels a day per well. There is not even a comparison to be made. 
Texas does allow it, Louisiana allows it and the third state allows 
it and there is only three out of fifty that has the wetlands. 
This is kind of an unfair comparison when it is said that Louisiana 
is the only state in the union that allow discharges commented Mr. 
Harmon.

Mr. Harmon asked Mr. Kai Midboe to make a few comments. Mr. 
Midboe stated that he would be direct and to the point. All of the 
contamination that has been discussed has been basically in the 
effluent itself. What none of these studies have looked at is 
whether this material is being bioaccumulated and most importantly 
in doing a regulatory approach, do you do a risk analysis to 
determine if it constitutes a risk to either public health or the 
environment. This has never been done on any of the contaminants 
being discussed commented Mr. Midboe. The following was read by 
Mr. Midboe from the Kerry St. Pe' study. "The impact of produced 
water discharges on sediment quality varied in each of the areas 
studies. Major factors determining the degree of impact were 
discharge rate, quantity and quality of the hydrocarbons and trace 
metals present in a particular discharge, local hydrology, sediment 
disturbances and sediment types." Mr. Midboe advised that what Mr. 
Moore has been asked to fund a study of what are the impacts of 
this material once it enters the water column. Is it being 
accumulated by the wildlife and fisheries resources, if so is it 
being accumulated at a harmful level and should we go ahead a start 
regulating it. The oil and gas industry is not opposed to 
regulation if contamination can be shown. If it cannot be shown 
then the industry does not see why they should have to incur this 
huge expense stated Mr. Midboe.

Chairman Pol asked if anyone had any objection to LSU making 
study. Mr. Midboe advised absolutely not, this is who they 
asked to do the studies. Mr. St. Pe1 commented that LSU did

this
have
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Chapter Six in DEQ's study and they performed all the analyses of 
the effluent and the sediment around the effluent. Mr. Midboe 
asked if LSU had even done a risk analysis of the impact of these 
types of contaminants on fish and wildlife resources. Mr. St. Pe1 
stated that it has been demonstrated that they are in the organisms 
and as far as how many people it will kill or affect it is not 
know. Mr. Midboe stated that he would like to see the biosurveys 
and bioassays because they have never been given to them and he is 
litigating against DEQ on several individual permits and have asked 
for that information. Chairman Pol asked how long would it take 
LSU to make this study. Mr. Midboe informed the Commission that 
they had asked LSU if it could be done by the next legislative 
session several months ago when they met with Mr. Moore and they 
told them it would take about two years. At the end of one year 
they could probably have enough information available to begin some 
initial regulatory program.

Chairman Pol asked if the Commission had any questions that 
they would like to ask. Dr. Hines asked what were the steps in the 
four year phase in. Mr. Midboe stated that first off that was not 
quite accurate, it is not a four year phase in. There is a zero 
discharge requirement immediately in freshwater marsh and 
intermediate marsh. The Stream Control Commission passed a 
requirement in 1968 that there shall be no discharges in those 
particular type areas. The areas that discharges could be 
continued in were in brackish marsh, saline marsh, tidally affected 
marsh. Virtually all the intermediate marshes are tidally affected 
so you are allowed to discharge in intermediate marsh. It is a 
decision by DEQ to have the zero discharge requirement in the 
intermediate marsh that is basically a part of this regulatory 
package.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that this was not the complete 
answer to Dr. Hines1 question. Mr. St. Pe1 stated that he was not 
very familiar with the regulations but right now it is illegal to 
discharge in freshwater areas. The phasein will be brackish and 
saline areas and after four year you will no longer be able to 
discharge produced waters unless they meet the water quality 
criteria. Mr. Midboe stated that it misses the intermediate 
marshes. Dr. Hines asked how did the regulation interfere with the 
LSU study? Mr. Midboe stated that the problem you have is the zero 
requirement. It is going to require you to drill the wells and put 
the people out of business.

Chairman Pol advised that in order for the Commission to study 
this and make a proper decision he would again ask Mr. Harmon and 
Mr. Midboe to send each Commissioner all the literature on this 
issue and in the meantime it will certainly be taken under 
consideration and asked if there was anyone else who would like to 
address the Commission on this issue.
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Mr. Mike Lyons with Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association 
addressed the Commission. The only reason that he is appearing 
before the Commission was to ask them not to take action on this 
today and thinks the direction the Commission is taking is a 
correct one. Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Lyons if from their 
industry perspective had not they agreed, in writing, to phase 
these discharges out. Mr. Lyons stated that this was correct and 
they represent a segment of the oil and gas industry that has 
proposed a phase out. They do not agree with what DEQ has proposed 
but have in fact agreed to phase out a significant number of 
discharges. Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association is on record for 
supporting some phase out and believes that Mr. Harmon's group will 
support a phase out as well. The debate now is where to phase out 
and how fast to go and this is where Mid-Continent is now stated 
Mr. Lyons. Chairman Pol asked Mr. Lyons to please send a copy of 
this to the Commission.

Ms. Jane Black addressed the Commission and stated that on 
behalf of the commercial fishing industry she would like to ask 
that they be included in any negotiations or discussions as they 
have a great deal of interest in this issue. Chairman Pol advised 
Ms. Black that he thinks this is going to be the Commission's 
business and will not include anybody in the final decision. They 
will listen to everybody but the Commission will make the final 
decision. Mr. Black stated that they would really access to the 
materials so that they might learn. Chairman Pol thanked Ms. Black 
and went on to the next item on the agenda.

At Thursday's meeting Mr. Tommy Prickett presented a Notice 
of Intent and Resolution on the Deer Management Assistance Program. 
Mr. Prickett asked the Commission to officially adopt the 
resolution and notice of intent on the Deer Management Assistance 
Program rules and regulations that the Commission has formally 
approved the program. This program has been in effect for almost 
ten years and the department has never gone through the official 
Administrative Procedure to make the rules official. Last year, 
a change was made in the program where by a fee was charged to 
participate in the program. Chairman Pol stated that he thought 
the Commission had acted on this at the last Commission meeting. 
Mr. Prickett advised that the Commission did vote to accept a fee 
schedule and now it has been determined that if the department is 
going to do this the program needs to go through the Administrative 
Procedure Act.

Chairman Pol called for a motion. Dr. Hines made a motion 
that they adopt the resolution, including the notice on the Deer 
Management Assistance Program. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
McCall and passed unanimously.
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NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries 

Chapter V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1. Wild Quadrupeds

Section 111. Rules and regulations for participation in the Deer 
Management Assistance Program

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to promulgate rules governing participation in the 
voluntary Deer Management Assistance Program. Said rule is 
attached to and made a part of this notice of intent.

Public hearings concerning the proposed rule will be held at 
regular Commission Meetings in November and December. Additionally, 
interested persons may submit written comments relative to the 
proposed rule until 4:30 p.m., November 31, 1990 to Clyde Vienne, 
DMA? Coordinator, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (

) .

(The full text of the notice of
intent is made a part of the record)

Warren Pol 
Chairman

(The full text of the rule is 
made a part of the record)

RULE
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

Part V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1. Wild Quadrupeds
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Section 111. Rules and Regulations for Participation in the Deer 
Management Assistance Program

The following rules and regulations shall govern the Deer
Management Assistance Program:

Application Procedure

1. Application for enrollment in Deer Management Assistance 
Program (DMAP) must be submitted to the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries annually by 
September 1.

2. Each application must be accompanied by a legal 
description of lands to be enrolled and a map of the 
property. The applicant must have under lease or 
otherwise control a minimum of 500 acres of contiguous 
deer habitat of which up to 250 acres may be agricultural 
lands, provided the remainder is in forest and/or marsh. 
This information will remain on file in the appropriate 
district office.

3. Each cooperator will be assessed a $25.00 enrollment fee 
and $.05/acre for participation in the program.

4. An agreement must be completed and signed by the official 
representative of the cooperator and submitted to the 
appropriate district game supervisor for his approval. 
This agreement must be completed and signed annually.

5. Boundaries of lands enrolled in DMAP shall be clearly 
marked and identifiable; however, legal posting is not 
required.

6. By enrolling in the DMAP, cooperators agree to allow 
Department personnel access to their lands for management 
surveys, investigation of violations and other 
inspections deemed appropriate.

Tags

1. A fixed number of special tags will be provided by the 
Department to each cooperator in DMAP to affix to deer 
taken as authorized by the program. These tags shall be 
used only on DMAP lands for which the tags were issued.

2. All antlerless deer taken shall be tagged, including 
those taken during archery season and on either-sex days 
of gun season.

3. Immediately upon kill, a tag shall be attached through 
the ear or back in such a manner that it cannot be
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removed before the deer is transported from the site of 
the kill.

4. All unused tags shall be returned by February 15 to the 
district offices which issued the tags.

Records

1 Cooperators are responsible for keeping accurate records 
on forms provided by the Department for all deer 
harvested on lands enrolled in the program. Mandatory 
information includes tag number, sex of deer and name of 
person taking the deer. Additional information may be 
requested depending on management goals of the 
cooperator.

2 Information on deer harvested shall be submitted by 
February 15 to the district game supervisor handling the 
particular cooperator.

Failure of the cooperator to follow these rules and 
regulations will result in immediate cancellation of the program 
on those lands involved. Cancellation of the program will be for 
a minimum of one (1) hunting season immediately following the 
infraction. Failure to follow harvest recommendations may result 
in the cooperator being dropped from the program.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (

) .

Warren Pol 
Chairman

At Thursday's meeting Mr. James Manning presented a Emergency 
Declaration/Resolution and Notice of Intent/Resolution on 
Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Regulations. Mr. Manning advised that 
the personnel of the Fur Section have been spending quite a bit of 
time over the last several months concerning the establishment of 
fox/coyote running pens in Louisiana and throughout the 
southeastern part of the United States. The department has been 
working with other states and the people in Louisiana who have 
established these pens to try and get a handle on this issue and 
establish regulations. The pens range from ten acres to over a 
thousand acres in size and the department has been able to survey 
about twenty eight of them at this time Mr. Manning informed the 
Commission. The people who run these pens are very dedicated in 
what they are doing and the department is concerned for several 
factors. The pens are presently licensed either with a non-game 
quadruped exhibitors license or a non-game quadruped breeders
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license depending on the type of operation. Several of the pens 
are presently purchasing coyote and fox from out of the state as 
well as being provided in state access during the trapping season 
from the trappers who trap the animals live and sell them to the 
pens which can legally be done during the trapping season. This 
in itself has helped to curtail the situation in the past where 
there has been a considerable amount of friction between the 
trapping community and the runners of dogs. Studies have been 
performed in the past because there have been fox hunters saying 
that the red fox was on the decline because of the trappers. The 
studies show that there is a decline in the red fox populations as 
coyote populations increase in any given area. At the present time 
the coyote problems are increasing in the state as far as the 
nuisance aspect and there are nuisance trappers that are presently 
catching coyote year round under permits and disposing of them. 
The department is proposing that they be allowed to issue special 
permits to selected trappers, properly licensed, year round to 
catch coyote and make them available to the fox pens for sporting 
purposes. They are also proposing, with backup from a resolution 
passed by the International Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies in New Orleans, that the import or export of any fox or 
coyote from Louisiana be prohibited. The reason for this is 
primarily a disease problem with a tapeworm called Echinococcus 
multilocularis. Presently it is found in some canis that have been 
brought into South Carolina. This is normally a problem in fox, 
coyotes and wolves in the artic and there has been human 
fatalities. A person will pick up the eggs through contact with 
the animal, the larva will go primarily to the liver then it takes 
approximately thirty years for a person to die. Seventy five 
percent of the people that have been diagnosed have died. The 
department wants to set up the rules and regulations to allow the 
people that have invested tremendous amounts of money to be able 
to bring in fox/coyote from the trapping communities. Some of the 
pen owners are in the process of raising their own captive red 
foxes for running concluded Mr. Manning.

Chairman Pol asked if there were any questions. Mr. Jones 
explained that there were a number of fox pens in his part of the 
state and there was a great deal of interest and asked if the 
reason for the import and export the disease factor and can't 
imported and exported animals be treated so as to kill the 
tapeworm? Mr. Manning answered that it can be treated but it is 
expensive. Most of the pens regardless of where they obtain their 
fox or coyotes perform some type of treatment on the animals. Mr. 
Jones asked what would this to do the prices and supply and can 
the trappers fill the demand. Mr. Manning explained that with 
these rules and regulations it will be opened up for applications 
for the trapping of coyote yeara round. The department is 
estimating around one hundred applications. It will only be opened 
up for fox during the trapping season. Mr. Manning pointed out 
that Mr. Greg Linscombe and Mr. Noel Kinler held a couple of public 
hearings where persons who are involved with these pens were
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invited. One was in Hammond and one was in Ruston. The issue was 
discussed and suggestions and recommendations were incorporated 
into the development of the rules and regulations. One of the 
concerns was the possibility of the supply. It was Mr. Manning's 
understanding that it was not that great of a concern by the 
department taking the step of opening the coyote trapping season 
all year around. Dr. Hines asked if any other alternatives have 
been considered about having the animals declared disease free 
coming in from out of state. Mr. Manning advised that the 
department is starting the regulatory process and will be in 
continuous contact working with the pen owners to assist them in 
meeting their needs. There is a process now of farm raising fox 
in other states with a non-game quadruped breeders license. Fox 
could be raised and trained to be utilized in the running pens. 
Dr. Hines asked if the populations of foxes and coyotes in 
Louisiana, if they were properly trapped, would there be a 
sufficient population to supply the needs of the pen owners. Mr. 
Manning answered "yes".

Chairman Pol asked if there was anybody from the audience who 
would like to ask any questions on this issue.

Mr. Charles Bass, Enon, LA, pen owner, addressed the 
Commission. Mr. Bass stated that there were a couple of comments 
that he would like to make pertaining to the rules and regulations. 
There was one time when people were free to run their hounds 
outside and because of various circumstances they have now been 
relegated to pens. It is the hope to keep alive a wonderful sport 
which Mr. Bass thinks is the greatest in all the world and one of 
the only sports in the world where you do not kill the game. About 
three years ago Mr. Bass advised that he had begun conversing with 
Mr. Linscombe about the problems that existed at that time and the 
pen owners welcomed the Wildlife and Fisheries working with them 
and helping them in what capacity they could. Because of the 
tapeworm issue and the bringing of coyotes into a state where it 
was illegal people became very apprehensive not knowing whether or 
not the pen owners could go out of state and purchase game legally. 
The Louisiana trappers were not supplying the pen owner's needs so 
they would have to go out of state to obtain their animals. The 
possibility of diverting the attention or objective of the trappers 
to begin trapping live animals rather than for the fur was 
discussed. This would be advantageous for all involved stated Mr. 
Bass. Last year they purchased all of their game in state, 
however, it was a very difficult thing to do because the trappers 
were not trapping sufficient numbers. The rules and regulations 
being proposed by the department basically have been discussed by 
Mr. Linscombe, Mr. Bass and a number of the other pen owners as 
they met in groups. The thing that they are most apprehensive 
about is the ability to purchase the animals that will be needed 
and not being sure that those animals can be furnished to them by 
local trappers. Mr. Bass stated that he realizes that there are 
rules and regulations that are necessary and the pen owners want
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to work with Wildlife and Fisheries in every way they can and 
encourage it. The thing that the pen owners needs most is that if 
these rules are passed they need to be looked at periodically. If 
the trappers cannot furnish the needs of the pen owners, they 
should have some options and should have the opportunity to take 
another look at the situation so that something can be worked out 
in terms of disease control or find a way so that farm raised 
animals can be transported across the line, etc. In working with 
the Wildlife and Fisheries the pen owners hope that by allowing to 
be regulated the department will also in turn offer some help in 
terms of research such as the co-existent problem between the fox 
and the coyotes, problems in mortality rate, problems with food and 
diet, etc. Mr. Bass stated that there is not one hundred percent 
agreement on this but for the most part the pen owners are willing 
to go along with this proposal on a trial basis and do the best 
they can. If problems are encountered later they would like to 
have an opportunity to readdress the proposal.

Chairman Pol assured Mr. Bass that if this does happen and 
there are problems that he was invited to come back and address the 
Commission any time. Chairman Pol asked for further comments. Mr. 
Jones stated that he thinks an evaluation should be made of the 
supply and demand for the pens this year; how much the cost factor 
is to the pen owners, availability of the animals and look at it 
again next year to see what kind of effect it has had. If there 
is an adverse effect on the ability to secure animals to maintain 
a hound running business then the Commission will need to take the 
steps to eliminate this and the department will need to be ready 
and go. Mr. Manning advised that this problem has been discussed 
and the department will be watching this closely and will take 
whatever steps are necessary. Mr. Jones recommended that when the 
department has a listing of all the pens in the state that will be 
working with the department on this proposal they will need a 
listing of the trappers that will be able to supply them with 
animals because all of the animals bought in north Louisiana go 
through trade publications through advertisements and their supply 
is now going to be over. Mr. Manning advised that they were 
planning on supplying the pens with the names and address of the 
trappers and the trappers with the pens names and addresses.

Mr. Manning asked that the Commission act both on the 
emergency declaration and notice of intent because once the rule 
is promulgated there will be a twenty five dollar annual permit fee 
associated with the permit for taking coyotes year around which 
will cover the administrative cost. At this time on the emergency 
declaration it will be a temporary permit upon application.

Chairman Pol called for a motion on the proposal. A motion 
was made by Mr. Jones and seconded by Mr. Jenkins. The motion 
passed unanimously.
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(The full text of the emergency 
resolution is made a part of the 
record)

EMERGENCY RESOLUTION 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of fox 
hunting was brought to North America with the early English 
settlers and has remained a tradition especially in the South? 
and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing of 
forest lands has escalated? and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters have 
leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these areas with 
both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race without fear of 
losing dogs to vehicular traffic or offending other hunters 
or land owners? and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds? and

.WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of R.S. 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadrupeds ? and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited to guard 
against public health threats as well as wildlife disease 
threats? and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and under 
provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the sale by 
trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders during the 
open trapping season and by a non-game quadruped breeder year 
round?

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations for administering all aspects of fox/coyote 
hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special trapping 
permits to allow year round coyote trapping ?which are 
attached and made part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries
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Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statement, the filing of the Notice 
of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence to 
other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF LIVE FOXES AND 
COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING REGULATIONS

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b), the 
Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission to use emergency procedures to establish 
regulations, and R.S. 56:262.1, the Secretary of the Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries hereby finds that imminent peril to the 
public welfare exists and accordingly adopts the following 
regulations:

A. PURPOSE

These regulations are to govern the purchasing, selling and 
holding in captivity of live foxes and coyotes for chasing with 
hounds. These emergency regulations will prohibit the importation 
and exportation of any species of foxes or coyotes to or from 
Louisiana in an effort to prevent possible disease and parasite 
contamination of native wild canis. Humans are subject to 
infection with the liver being the most common site of larval 
growth. The infection is termed alveolar hydatid disease (AHD). 
The number of deaths per number of infected individuals has been 
50-75%. These regulations are also enacted to allow the sport of 
fox/coyote hunting with dogs within enclosed areas. The 
regulations provide general rules including licensing, permits, 
fees, live trapping, sale and purchase of animals, holding cage
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requirements, enclosure requirements, acclimation requirements and 
report requirements.

B. DEFINITIONS

1. Acclimation Pen - an area which is built within or 
adjacent to fox/coyote hunting preserves which will 
contain game and exclude hounds and which will allow 
game to become acclimated to an enclosed 
environment.

2. Bill of Sale - receipt showing the amount of game 
purchased, the date of purchase, and the person from 
whom the game was purchased.

3. Bona Fide Resident - any person who has resided in 
the state of Louisiana continuously during the 
twelve months immediately prior to the date on which 
he has applied for any license and who has 
manifested his intent to remain in this state by 
establishing Louisiana as his legal domicile as 
demonstrated with all of the following, as 
applicable:

a. If registered to vote, he is required to vote 
in Louisiana.

b. If licensed to drive a motor vehicle, he is in 
possession of a Louisiana registration for that 
vehicle.

c. If owning a motor vehicle located within 
Louisiana, he is in possession of a Louisiana 
registration for that vehicle.

d. If earning an income, he has filed a Louisiana 
state income tax return and has complied with 
state income tax laws and regulations.

e. As to a corporation or other legal entity, a 
resident shall be any which is incorporated or 
otherwise organized under and subject to the 
laws of Louisiana, and as to which the 
principal place of business and more than fifty 
percent of the offices, partners, or employees 
are domiciled in Louisiana.

4. Box Trap - a drop-door type of trap that upon the games 
entry into the device encloses and detains the game.
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5. Closed Season - that period of time of the calendar year 
not specifically included in the open season.

6. Department - the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries.

7. Enclosure - (See "Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve").

8. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve - an area which is completely 
enclosed by adequate fencing to contain game and hounds 
which is built and maintained for the purpose of training 
or chasing game with hounds.

9. ' .Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Operator - anyone acting as
an agent of the owner in caring for or managing the 
maintenance and/or business of the preserve.

10. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Owner - anyone who legally 
has possession of has legally leased property on which 
the enclosed is established.

11. Game - any red fox or grey fox or coyote stocked in a 
fox/coyote hunting preserve for the purpose of dog 
training and/or chasing with hounds.

12. LDWF Approved Applicant - a person who has had no major 
wildlife or fish violations during the past three years, 
who has purchased a trapping license for at least the 
past two consecutive years, and who is at least 15 years 
old.

13. Landowner - any person who owns land on which traps are 
set.

14. Licensee - any resident or nonresident lawful holder of 
an effective license duly issued under the authority of 
the Department.

15. Non-game quadruped - alligators, beavers, bobcats, 
coyotes, grey foxes, minks, muskrats, nutrias, opossums, 
otters, raccoons, red foxes, skunks and other wild 
quadrupeds valuable for their furs or skins.

16. Non-game quadruped breeder - any person properly licensed 
to engage in the business of raising, exhibiting and 
selling non-game quadrupeds.

17. Non-game quadruped exhibitor - any person properly 
license to engage in the business of raising and/or 
exhibiting non-game quadrupeds.
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13. Non-target animal - any animal other than red fox, grey 
fox or coyote.

19. Permittee - any person who has obtained a valid permit 
from the Department for trapping coyotes during the 
closed season.

20. Person - includes any individual person, association, 
corporation, partnership, or other legal entity 
recognized by law.

21. Possess - in its different tenses, the act of having in 
possession or control, keeping, detaining, restraining, 
holding as owner, or as agent, bailee, or custodian for 
another.

22. Raising - the production of red fox, grey fox, or coyotes 
in controlled environmental conditions or in outside 
facilities.

23. Rearing - (See "Raising").
24. Relaxing Lock - locking device on a snare that loosens 

and tightens in response to the game's action.

25. Resident - (See "Bona Fide Resident").

26. Snare - wire device used for taking non-game quadrupeds.

27. Take - in its different tense, the attempt or act of 
hooking, pursuing, netting, capturing, snaring, trapping, 
shooting, hunting, wounding, or killing by any means or 
device.

28. Transport - in its different tense, the act of shipping, 
attempting to ship, receiving or delivering for shipment 
transporting, conveying, carrying, or exporting by air, 
land, or water or by an means whatsoever.

29. Trap - any device used in the capture of birds, 
quadrupeds or fish.

30. Trapper - any person properly licensed by the Department 
engaged in the trapping of non-game quadrupeds.

C. LICENSES, PERMITS, AND FEES

The licenses and fees required for activities authorized by 
these regulations are as prescribed under provisions of Title 56, 
or as prescribed in these regulations, and are: 1

1) $io for a resident non-game quadruped exhibitors license.
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2) $25 for a resident non-game Quadruped breeder license.

3) $25 for a resident trappers license.

4) A temporary special permit which may be issued to a 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries approved 
applicant (authority granted by La. Laws pertaining to 
Wildlife and Fisheries R.S. 56:123(C) for the trapping 
of coyotes only, outside of the annual trapping season. 
In order for the permittee to sell live coyotes he must 
also possess a non-game quadruped breeders license ($25) 
(authority 56:262.1) and a valid trapping license. This 
permit will be valid only until the final rule is 
adopted, at which time the permittee must obtain another 
special permit and pay any administrative fees.

5) Upon payment of $10 a non-game quadruped exhibitors 
license may be issued permitting the applicant to breed 
and/or exhibit such animals provided he meets the rules 
and regulations of the Department.

6) Upon payment of $25 a non-game quadruped breeder license 
may be issued permitting the applicant to breed, 
propagate, exhibit, and sell such animals alive.

D. GENERAL RULES

1) No person shall take, possess, purchase or sell live 
foxes or coyotes, except as provided in these regulations 
and Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

2) No person shall hold in captivity any live foxes or 
coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

3) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be of a type and 
construction such that it will insure the normal 
containment of both foxes, coyotes and hounds.

4) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall contain an adequate 
number of escape areas which are hound proof. These may 
be provided by maintaining thickets, brush piles, 
windrows, or where natural cover is insufficient, by 
providing manmade escapes such as culverts or hound proof 
feeding stations.

5) The owner of fox/coyote hunting preserves shall be 
required to make available to the game:\
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a) Food that is palatable, uncontaminated and 
nutritionally adequate to ensure normal growth and 
maintenance.

b) Water which is fresh, uncontaminated and available 
at all times.

6) No person shall transport, possess, purchase or sell any 
live foxes or coyotes taken outside the state of 
Louisiana. Live foxes and coyotes obtained from outside 
the state of Louisiana prior to the enacted date of these 
regulations land in possession of properly licensed 
persons shall be exempt.

7) No person shall transport from the state or offer for 
sale out of state any live foxes or coyotes.

8) Acclimation pens shall be constructed adjacent to or 
within an enclosure to insure the containment of foxes 
and coyotes and the exclusion of hounds. This 
requirement may be waived for "training enclosures" or 
in enclosures where running is discontinued for a minimum 
of 2 weeks while foxes/coyotes adjust to the enclosure 
environment.

9) No person may engage in the business of raising or 
exhibiting or otherwise possessing fox or coyotes for the 
purpose of operating a fox/coyote hunting preserve unless 
he or she has acquired and possesses a valid non-game 
quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

10) A licensed trapper may offer for sale such live animals 
to any licensed non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
during the open trapping season. During any such 
transactions, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
trapper to the non-game breeder or exhibitor and retained 
for a period of one year.

11) Permittees (trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season) will be required to use only the "soft catch" 
type trap not to exceed a size #1 1/2, or a box-type 
trap, or a snare with a relaxing lock.

12) Permittees trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season and licensed as a non-game quadruped breeder may 
offer for sale such coyotes. During any such 
transaction, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
seller to the purchaser and retained for a period of one 
year by the purchaser.
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13) It shall be unlawful to trap coyotes during the closed 
trapping season without a permit issued by the 
Department.

14) Permittees will be required to check traps daily.

15) Permittees will be required to have in possession written 
permission from the landowner or lease where traps are 
set.

16) Permittees shall release all nontarget species in a 
manner so as to keep stress or injury minimal.

17) It shall be unlawful to sell native wild foxes or coyotes 
outside the state of Louisiana.

18) Trappers and permittees who hold game for sale shall 
confine game at a rate of no more than one animal per 3* 
x 3' x 3' cage. The cage must be escape-proof and offer 
protection from adverse weather.

19) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be exempt from the 
Commission action which prohibits the running of coyotes 
during the open turkey season.

E. REPORT REQUIREMENTS

1) Report forms provided by the Department must be completed 
and filed with the Department by all persons who have 
been issued a non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
license or who have been issued a special permit allowing 
the trapping of coyotes only in the closed season in 
accordance with this subsection. Reports shall include 
but not be limited to the information specified in 
subsection 262.1(d). Failure to complete this form 
properly and completely will result in non-renewal of the 
non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

2) All licensed non-game quadruped exhibitors will be 
required to include information regarding numbers of 
animals by species in captivity, number of known losses 
(death or escape), number of animals by species purchased 
and the sources of game purchases.

3) All licensed non-game quadruped breeders will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, numbers of losses, numbers of 
animals by species purchased and the sources of game 
purchases, and number of sales by species and the person 
who bought the game.

F. PENALTY FOR VIOLATION
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Violation of these regulations will be a Class II violation 
with the following exceptions:

1) Violation of the license requirements for non-game 
quadruped breeders and non-game quadruped exhibitors 
shall be a Class II violation (See C-l, C-2 and D-2).

2) Violation of the reporting requirements shall be a Class 
III violation (See E-l, E-2 and E-3).

3) Violation of the regulations pertaining to import of 
foxes and/or coyotes into the state or export of foxes 
and/or coyotes from the state shall be a Class IV 
violation (See D-6 and D-7).

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman

(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of fox 
hunting was brought to North America with the early English 
settlers and has remained a tradition especially in the South; 
and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing of 
forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters have 
leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these areas with 
both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race without fear of 
losing dogs to vehicular traffic or offending other hunters 
or land owners? and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds? and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of R.S. 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadrupeds? and
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WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited to guard 
against public health threats as well as wildlife disease 
threats? and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and under 
provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the sale by 
trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders during the 
open trapping season and by a non-game quadruped breeder year 
round ?

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of its intent to 
establish a rule for administering all aspects of fox/coyote 
hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special trapping 
permits to allow year round coyote trapping. The Notice of 
Intent attached to and made part of this resolution is hereby 
approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statement, the filing of the Notice 
of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence to 
other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

PART V. WILD QUADRUPEDS AND WILD BIRDS 

CHAPTER I. WILD QUADRUPEDS

SECTION 113. FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF 
LIVE FOXES AND COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING 
REGULATIONS
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The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to promulgate a rule to prohibit the importation and 
exportation of foxes and coyotes in Louisiana, establish 
regulations governing fox/coyote hunting preserves, regulate the 
purchase and sale of live foxes and coyotes, and regulations 
governing the year round trapping of coyotes.

The rules and regulations governing the operations of 
fox/coyote hunting preserves in Louisiana may be viewed at the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Headquarters, 2000 
Quail Drive, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, phone (504) 765-2811.

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to James Manning, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, P.O. 
Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:123(C) and 
R.S. 56:262.1.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. 16: ( , 
1990).

Warren Pol 
Chairman

At Thursday's meeting Mr. James Manning presented a 
Emergency Declaration on Establishing the 1990-91 Trapping Season. 
Mr. Manning explained that in July the resolution and notice of 
intent was passed to set the 1990-91 trapping season. However, 
with the new Administrative Procedure Act law that went into effect 
a second declaration of emergency will have to be passed so that 
it will carry the season through.

Chairman Pol called for a vote on the resolution and emergency 
declaration. A motion was made by Mr. Jenkins and seconded by Mr. 
McCall. The motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the emergency 
resolution is made a part of the 
record)

EMERGENCY RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

1990-91 FURBEARER TRAPPING SEASON

WHEREAS, The fur industry of Louisiana presents a major potential
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resource of economy and income for many of the citizens of our 
state; and

WHEREAS, This resource is a renewable natural one, which has proven 
under wise management to increase the importance in our state; 
and

WHEREAS, An annual harvest of the surplus animals is in keeping 
with recognized wildlife management techniques based on 
scientific management; and

WHEREAS, Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific 
Authority concerning out-of-state shipment of otter and bobcat 
pelts will require placement of a possession tag by trappers, 
buyers, or dealers to insure state of origin; and

WHEREAS, The zonation concept has continued to be beneficial in
reducing late catch unprime furs and has produced mainly 
favorable comments generated within the fur industry;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations to establish the 1990-91 Furbearer Trapping Season 
within the State of Louisiana which are attached and made part 
of this resolution.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

ESTABLISHMENT OF 1990-91 FURBEARER TRAPPING SEASON

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b), 
the Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to use emergency procedures to 
set the furbearer trapping season, and R.S. 56:260, the 1990-91 
furbearer trapping season is hereby established in accordance with 
the following regulations.

The Department of Wildlife and Fisheries does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the south zone as being 
December 1, 1990, through February 28, 1991. In an attempt to
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provide more opportunity for trapping of bobcat and fox after deer 
hunting seasons are closed, the Department does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the north zone as 
November 20, 1990, through March 15, 1991, with trapping techniques 
restricted to the use of Soft-Catch traps, padded jaw traps, or 
their equivalent. The Department Secretary shall be authorized to 
close or extend the trapping season in any portion of the state as 
biologically justifiable.

Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific Authority 
for otter and bobcat fur continue to require placement of an export 
tag prior to out-of-state shipment.

Warren I. Pol
Chairman

A report was given by Dr. Richard Condrey, at Thursday's 
meeting, on Gill Net Selectivity. Dr. Condrey advised that the 
paper that was going to be presented today was actually going to 
be presented by the Senior Author who was his graduate student, Mr. 
Tom Reiser. Mr. Reiser is a member of the spotted seatrout sub
group of the technical working group which was established by 
Secretary Van Sickle and is working with that group on their 
species profile for spotted seatrout. He is also a member of the 
Mackerel Stock Assessment Panel for the Gulf of Mexico and South 
Atlantic Fishery Management Councils and has worked with the 
Volford Lab on the red drum stock assessment report for the south 
Atlantic stock. Mr. Reiser is the only graduate student that Dr. 
Condrey knows of who serves in the capacity for any council. The 
paper that will be presented has just been accepted by the Canadian 
Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences. The three authors of 
the papers are Mr. Reiser, Dr. Condrey and Dr. Geaghan from the 
department of Experimental Statistics. The paper is going to 
completely rewrite the way people analyze a very basic fishery 
technique, the five panel gill nets. This is a very basic 
technique for estimating stock abundants and looking at stock 
parameters. Mr. Reiser has completely rewritten the statistics on 
this and taking it into a new and very important area. The results 
are really not that new stated Dr. Condrey and advised that they 
have been working with Wildlife and Fisheries cooperatively on 
this. Dr. Condrey gave copies of the paper to the Commissioners.

Mr. Reiser stated that this work is based on the data 
collection procedures by the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Finfish Monitoring Program and proceeded to give his report along 
with slides. The kind of things that need to be looked at relative 
to the stock with data depend on a concept called selectivity. With 
selectivity which is derived from the data of the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Monitoring Program it can be used to estimate things such 
as the minimum size of mesh used in the gill net fishery to 
maximize production. The second thing it can be used for is to 
estimate the relative abundance of the various size classes of fish
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and the populations and from this derive an estimate of the age 
frequency distribution which will then give an estimate of the 
mortality. In order to address these objectives it is important 
to understand what the concept of selectivity means. Gill net 
selectivity can be looked at as a fishing process used by an 
experimental gill net panel. If one is not familiar with the 
procedures used in the monitoring program a experimental gill net 
is employed which is approximately seven hundred and fifty feet 
long and composed of five different mesh panels. These panels vary 
in mesh size by one half an inch going from a two inch to four and 
a half inch stretch measure. This allows sampling of the 
population over a wide range of sizes so that each size is 
represented in each of the meshes of the gill net. The process of 
selectivity depends on a number of factors. 1) It depends on the 
amount of effort that a particular mesh is fished. Since all the 
meshes were fished with equal effort this was not an important 
consideration stated Mr. Reiser but what is important 
considerations are two other things. First is the number of fish 
that are available to the nets themselves or the population 
abundance. The other important consideration is the proportion of 
the fish that are available that are actually caught in the nets. 
To reduce this process into a simple way to understand it, a three 
hundred millimeter size fish or a twelve inch fish is more likely 
to be caught in a smaller size mesh than in a larger size mesh. 
The proportion will then be estimated and this is called 
selectivity. In order to do this, which is a direct way to 
estimate it, the population size structure needs to be known. 
Since this is not known other methods have to be employed for 
estimation. What is used is an indirect method for estimation of 
selectivity and then this is used to estimate the abundance of fish 
in the population. Most of the direct methods of estimating 
selectivity depend on a model assumption that the probability of 
a net capturing a fish of a given size is normal. To look at this 
conceptually you look at the catch distributions. Explaining 
further what was being shown in the slide presentation of gill net 
selectivity Mr. Reiser stated that the catch distribution for each 
mesh size looks like a bell shape. What is plotted is the length 
frequency distributions for each mesh size. The seatrout violated 
the basic assumption that the catch distributions themselves are 
not bell shaped and the size distributions are skewed to the right. 
On the two inch mesh they are highly truncated on the left. The 
catch distributions progressively shift themselves to the larger 
sizes pointed Mr. Reiser. The problem was to come up with a 
different model that would estimate or describe these 
distributions. A three parameter model would describe not only 
the central tendency or the mode of the curve it would describe the 
dispersion around that central tendency as well as the skew to the 
left or right side. The whole approach of the model that was 
developed was to take the parameters which would describe exactly 
the catch distributions for each mesh and apply a mathematical 
equation which would describe that over mesh size so you are 
looking for a systematic change in the parameters across mesh size
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stated Mr. Helsen and explained the slides being shown. This gave 
an equation with which the catch distributions can be described. 
The next step was to extend this approach to fit in the catch 
distributions as a response surface. In essence a model was 
devised that would take the initial parameter estimates and then 
refit them with more statistical rigger stated Mr. Reiser. The new 
model that was developed was able to describe ninety eight percent 
of the variation in the data and that by using the overall response 
surface fitting approach relative to just the initial set of 
equations the fits were improved by seventy four percent. Mr. 
Reiser explained the slides showing the fitting approach. The 
observed and predicted catches fit fairly well with the two inch 
mesh relative to fish size and was most efficient at catching 
seatrout that are about two hundred and seventy millimeters. The 
two and half inch mesh fits were very good to the observed data 
and optimum fishing size is seatrout that are about three hundred 
and ten millimeters. Slight departures are found from the three 
inch mesh particularly beyond four hundred millimeters which is 
about fourteen inches. The optimum fishing length is about three 
hundred and sixty millimeters. The three and a half inch mesh is 
a fairly good fit to the data since there was considerable scatter 
in the observed points. The worst case was in the four inch mesh 
in which was found more of a departure then desired. The mesh 
-caught only thirteen fish at its optimum size which is five hundred 
millimeters. The predicted catch is a little bit less than an 
optimum but also smaller, about nine fish. Mr. Reiser explained 
that it is assumed that each net fishes with seine efficiency for 
that size it exhibits optimum efficiency. The probabilities of 
capture are taken and an estimate of the relative population size 
class abundance is derived from them stated Mr. Reiser and 
explained the slide being shown. The most important thing to 
notice commented Dr. Helsen is that most of their confidence in 
this technique is between two hundred and fifty and four hundred 
millimeters. This is because from the selectivity curves the 
greatest degree of overlap in adjacent curves was in that size 
range. This allows for two, three or even four independent 
estimates of the population abundance to be obtained for any given 
size class. In this case Mr. Reiser stated that he was asking the 
Commission to restrict their attention from the two hundred fifty 
to four hundred millimeter size range. It is within this size 
range where you see a fairly striking decline in the relative 
population abundance and this concerns us because we are concerned 
about the health of the stocks commented Mr. Reiser. From this 
method another estimate can be derived which is called mortality. 
Keep in mind when looking at the decline it represents a 
disappearance which could not only be mortality but also could 
represent a movement of fish out of the fishing area pointed out 
Mr. Reiser but may be unlikely to occur, however, below four 
hundred millimeter for which there is the most confidence in the 
data. An age length key was applied to the relative populations 
size class abundance and a age frequency distribution was derived. 
The frequency distribution shows the number of fish from the total
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sample in the various age classes. Concluding, Mr. Helser 
explained the age frequency distribution with slides and asked if 
there were any questions.

Mr. Jenkins advised that he has read Mr. Reiser's report and 
asked him about page thirteen which states "The most striking 
feature of figure four is the declining abundance of spotted 
seatrout from three hundred to four hundred millimeters." 
(Approximately twelve to fifteen inches.) "These results have two 
important management implications for the stock. First the 
dramatic decline and populations abundance between three hundred 
and four hundred millimeters are coincident with the size at full 
recruitment of both the recreational and commercial fisheries for 
spotted seatrout.” Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Helser if he is saying 
that there is or has been a dramatic decline in the population of 
the twelve to sixteen inch spotted seatrout. Mr. Helser commented 
that is what that is saying. Either they have been removed from 
the system or they are moving away from the fishing area. Mr. 
Jenkins asked about the statement reading "The most significant 
spawning contributions to stock replenishment is the female whose 
length is greater than four hundred millimeters." Mr. Jenkins 
stated that what he gets from this is that the twelve to sixteen 
fish have just gone downhill and there are no more "mommys". Mr. 
Helser stated that this is pretty much the scenario presented from 
the data which was the department's catch information from 1988. 
The recreational fish are recruited into the recreational fishery 
at approximately three hundred millimeters and this is 
substantiated by the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics 
Survey. Also this data indicated that if the current minimum size 
regulations on gill nets is three and a half inches then they are 
recruited before four hundred millimeters. Both recreational and 
commercial fisheries are excluding fish within that size range. 
Reports indicate that the greatest spawning contribution of the 
females to stock replenishment is from fish that are larger than 
four hundred millimeters, older than two years old and in fact the 
reports suggest that they are older than three years old advised 
Mr. Helser. One can argue that the fish are being extracted from 
the system, particularly the females, before they have yet made 
their greatest contribution to stock replenishment. Mr. Jenkins 
asked Mr. Helser if he thought that this information has anything 
to do with what the Commission has been concerned about within the 
last few months which is the apparent absence of spotted seatrout 
or abundance of spotted seatrout and if he expected something like 
this to happen from the information that he has. Mr. Helser 
commented that this was only based on 1988 so what you are looking 
at is a snapshot picture of the population size structure in 1988. 
A lot of things change relatively to environmental conditions and 
also exploration patterns. Mr. Jenkins asked how Mr. Helser would 
evaluate this, would you have to do more than one year? Mr. Helser 
answered that it would be scientifically advisable and would say 
that based on what is seen in the data presented today it would be 
advisable to conduct a full blown stock assessment.
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Chairman Pol asked if any other member of the Commission would 
like to ask any questions. Mr. McCall asked Mr. Helser if what he 
is really saying is that the trout population is beginning to get 
in trouble in 1988. Mr. Helser answered no he cannot say that with 
any certainty in fact. This data is based only on 1988 and could 
have been the situation before 1988 as well. The data that was 
used for the analysis was the first year for which there was a gill 
net panel that progressed in half inch increments.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Helser that from his selectivity of the 
sizes of gill nets was he recommending or does he recommend a 
certain size. Mr. Helser stated that to do this you would have to 
look at other considerations and you would have to do a 
yield/per/recruit analysis and he has not done one and was not 
familiar with those that have been done. Mr. Helser advised that 
Dr. Condrey may be able to comment on this .

Dr. Condrey advised that the growth and fecundity information 
that they have now and in the past on spotted seatrout continues 
to indicate that larger sizes at first harvest would do two things. 
It would increase yield, get more pounds, and it would allow the 
females more opportunity to replenish the stock so that they would 
go through more years of spawning before they entered the fishery. 
This would not hurt the fishery in the long run because the yield 
would be higher. For the commercial people it means more pounds 
and for the recreational people not only does it mean more pounds 
but it means more quality fish if indeed a recreational person 
wishes to harvest a larger fish on his hook and line. In Dr. 
Condrey's personal public statements over the past three or four 
years it has always made sense to move this fishery from a 
biological standpoint into larger sizes and the information 
continues to accumulate. There will be a broader interruption and 
analysis of this with the spotted seatrout working group.

Chairman Pol asked in order to arrive at what Dr. Condrey just 
explained what size net (mesh) would he recommend? Dr. Condrey 
stated that he would not want to make that recommendation right now 
but once it was decided what level of spawn was wanted you could 
look at the graphs and decide what size fish you wanted to harvest 
depending on what you wanted the pounds to be and what you wanted 
the spawning window to be. Secretary Van Sickle advised that the 
department staff is working on the revised Speckled Trout 
Management Plan with the input of Dr. Condrey and Mr. Helser and 
will be presenting to the Commission, the sportsmen, and commercial 
fishermen an array of management alternatives that would achieve 
the management goal. In January of 1991 there will be some options 
for the Commission and others to look at.

Chairman Pol asked if there was any further questions for Dr. 
Condrey from the audience.
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Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission. Mr. Edgar stated 
that he wanted to be very sure that he is understanding this 
clearly and asked if what he is hearing is that the statistics show 
that fish are being harvested before their most productive time, 
spawning capabilities. Mr. Helser answered yes and you might say 
that they are being harvested rapidly as they are coming into the 
spawning age. Mr. Edgar asked Mr. Helser if he had any 
recommendations to a length. Dr. Condrey stated as his graduate 
student he has his recommendation. Mr. Edgar stated that he would 
like to quote Dr. Condrey1s recommendation but did not want to put 
him on the spot. Mr. Edgar advised that east of the Atchafalaya 
River everybody would be satisfied with a sixteen inch size limit 
which gives a speckled trout four years to spawn before anybody 
touches the resource. This is a pound and a half fish, inch and 
three quarter inch mesh. Mr. Edgar stated that he would be in 
touch with Dr. Condrey. Chairman Pol stated that what the 
Commission and department is trying to do is arrive at what is best 
for both industries. Secretary Van Sickle advised that there will 
be plenty of opportunity for input and will meet with fishermen on 
both sides and let everybody ruminate on this before something is 
formally proposed.

At Thursday's meeting Dr. Jerry Clark gave a Report on 
Proposed Fishery Policy and Standards. Dr. Clark informed the 
Commission that the first thing he wanted to say about this issue 
is that he is not asking for any action to be taken on this. Dr. 
Clark reported that this started before he came on with the 
department. Secretary Van Sickle created a Marine Finfish Panel 
which included recreational fishermen, commercial fishermen, 
environmentalists, university people, and elected representatives 
of the state. One of the charges that the panel received was to 
put together a document that would set policies, standards, and 
definitions that the agency could use to guide itself in future 
decision making. These would be relatively broad guidelines that 
the Commission or the department, or both, would agree to and say 
this is what we are going to do to try and manage marine finfish 
and that any future action that is taken will have to be consistent 
with this set of policies or it will not be adopted. Given this 
charge, the group came up with a document and presented it to 
Secretary Van Sickle. Since that time the department using legal 
staff and other members of the department reviewed the document, 
made some recommended changes, went back to the original Marine 
Finfish Panel and presented the changes, received the panel's 
feedback on the proposed changes, made some final fine tuning and 
presented to Secretary Van Sickle. Secretary Van Sickle has 
basically approved this and is now presenting it to the Commission 
for action if they prefer to take it. Dr. Clark explained that 
this proposal under the Administrative Procedure Act could be 
adopted as a rule if the Commission wishes to do so in the future.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that all of this came out of a 
controversy two to three years ago with the fishermen in a real
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desperate conflict wondering how the fisheries were going to be 
managed and they wanted some predictive tool by which the 
department would be consistent from one fish to the next. 
Basically this policy is similar to what some other states have 
passed or established as a way they are going to manage fish. It 
does not favor one user group over another. It basically says the 
department is going to be fair, shoot for optimum yield, worry 
about habitat and all the good things that go into fishery 
management. Secretary Van Sickle stated that the department is 
basically living by the policy now but if the Commission wanted to 
promulgate it as a rule it could give fishermen some certainty as 
to how the department is going to allocate resources, and how to 
manage fisheries. The Commission was encouraged by Secretary Van 
Sickle to read this policy, word for word, because it will guide 
them in the future and basically say this is how the department is 
going to operate. By not adopting this it would not be as certain 
for the fishermen. Secretary Van Sickle stated that this policy 
is a healthy thing to adopt and puts predictability and certainty 
into the fisheries management plans.

Chairman Pol commented that since everybody was consulted on 
this except the Commission he would certainly like to read it over 
and make his decision. Mr. Jenkins advised that as a Commission 
member he was appointed to be on the panel and did spend a lot of 
time with this policy and did help to write it. Dr. Clark stated 
that he would like to make one final comment and that is to be fair 
to the process that there have been changes to this Policy, 
Standards, and Definitions that were not voted on by the Marine 
Finfish Panel and if this document was taken back to them and said 
yes or no he does know what their vote would be. What the 
department did was to take this as advice, consulted the legal 
staff of the department and changes were made. This is not, to be 
fair to the panel, the document that they came up with pointed out 
Dr. Clark. Secretary Van Sickle stated that the changes were minor 
and asked Dr. Clark if he wanted to explain them. Dr. Clark stated 
that he is not sure that they were minor in the view of the members 
of the Marine Finfish Panel and he does not want to speak for them.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Daniel Edgar if he wanted to make some 
comments on this. Mr. Edgar, member of the Marine Finfish Panel, 
commented that he thought the panel ended up with a very good 
document. The panel all agreed on and voted on everything except 
the allocation part at the very end. Mr. Edgar asked that before 
the Commission makes any permanent decisions he would like the 
opportunity to review the changed document as this is the first 
time he has ever seen it. The panel would like to look at this 
between now and the next Commission meeting and if there are any 
problems it will be brought up advised Mr. Edgar. Chairman Pol 
stated by all means and it is his suggestion that the Commission 
be allowed to review this document. This will be put on the agenda 
for the November meeting and this will give everybody a chance to
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review the document. Chairman Pol asked Dr. Clark if he agreed 
with this suggestion.

Dr. Clark stated that he thought Secretary Van Sickle said it 
more correctly and that as far as the department is concerned it 
is operating under the policy. It is the Commission's choice 
whether or not they want to just say we agree or actually to adopt 
it under the Administrative Procedure Act. Chairman Pol advised 
that it will be put on the agenda next month for adoption.

At Thursday's meeting Mr. Joey Shepard gave an Update on 
Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results. Mr. Shepard, along with his 
update, gave a slide presentation. The department does have 
samples for August advised Mr. Shepard and the high salinity, mid
salinity and low salinity areas will be reported on as they were 
defined at last month's meeting. Looking at this there is nothing 
that is a whole lot different with catch efforts are for the most 
part in high salinity areas. Mid-salinity areas are pretty much 
the same thing as before with fish being in the higher salinity 
areas for August. The fish seem to be coming up a little bit or 
at least meeting what it was in the past from 1986-89 in catch 
effort. In the low salinity areas the fish are just not there. 
There is more of a decline in the historic information rather than 
an incline in the 1990 data. In the low salinity areas there is 
probably not much difference in the historic average over that time 
period. Comparing the two mesh sizes (1" and 1.5") in 1990 it 
stills shows the high salinity areas with the most fish. 
Concluding, Mr. Shepard pointed out the overall entire sampling in 
the coastal marshes, regardless of high, mid, or low salinity areas 
and where it stands in August and advised that on the handouts 
there is some preliminary September data and if everyone would look 
at the slide they would see where the September figure is on those 
particular handouts.

Chairman Pol asked if any of the Commission members had any 
questions. Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Shepard if the salinities were 
still not normal in most areas. Mr. Shepard answered that they 
are below the last four year average. Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. 
Shepard that he is still saying that the fish are there but they 
are offshore. Mr. Shepard answered the high concentrations are 
still in the high salinity areas with offshore being the beaches 
on out. Mr. Jenkins stated that last month there were practically 
no fish in the marsh area nets, about thirty percent of the normal 
in the bay areas with twice as many normal on the beach area and 
asked if this is the way it is again. Mr. Shepard answered right 
and if you look at when they would have come in and use this as an 
index compared to previous years it would have been about twice as 
much in the higher salinity areas. Mr. Jenkins stated that his 
basic question is where are the fish, they are not there. Mr. 
Shepard stated that they are catching fish. Mr. Jenkins asked what 
do you mean you are catching fish? Mr. Shepard answered that they 
are at least average for the last five years in the high salinity
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areas♦ Mr. Jenkins commented that the only place you have got any 
nets in the high salinity areas are ten nets on the beach, right. 
Mr. Shepard answered right. Mr. Jenkins stated so this is what Mr. 
Shepard is saying that they are catching a lot of fish in ten nets 
on the beach. Mr. Jenkins advised that the recreational fishermen 
he has been talking to are not catching fish. The commercial 
fishermen that he has talked to are way below average. Mr. Jenkins 
asked if there was a problem in the fishery. Mr. Shepard answered 
that this was a tough question to answer and there will be more 
information once a stock assessment is done. Chairman Pol asked 
when was the stock assessment going to be done? Mr. Shepard 
advised that it was suppose to be completed by January, 1991. Mr. 
McCall asked what was the farthest catch nets to the west. Mr. 
Shepard answered Calcasieu Lake with six sample stations. Mr. 
McCall asked if fish were being caught in the lake. Mr. Shepard 
answered that he has not broken it down by samples but if he is not 
mistaken just from talking to the people over there they are 
catching fish. Mr. McCall stated you are the only one doing it. 
Mr. Jenkins stated emphatically that nobody is catching fish. 
Chairman Pol advised that they have letters from all over saying 
that they are not catching any fish and yet the department is 
coming to the Commission and saying that fish are being caught.

Dr. Clark addressed the Commission and stated that the 
Commission is asking what the department's assessment of the 
situation is and they are giving the Commission the best 
information that the department has. Chairman Pol stated that 
something is wrong.

Mr. Claude Daigle, Hackberry, LA, Calcasieu Lake, Claude's 
Seafood addressed the Commission. Mr. Daigle stated that he sells 
bait shrimp to the sports fishermen in the area. Off of the 210 
bridge, right now in Lake Charles, there are more boats and more 
fish caught in that area with no room left for other boats to get 
under the bridge. Out of the north end of Big Lake people are 
catching their limits on speckled trout and sand trout but has no 
data or proof on this stated Mr. Daigle other than he sells the 
bait and the reports that he is getting from his area is that north 
of the Lake, in the deep hole, they are using live shrimp and all 
the fishermen are catching four to five pounds speckled trout and 
getting their limits. One of Mr. Daigle's commercial fishermen 
came in with a thousand pounds of speckled trout in one net, one 
setting and a hundred and something pounds of sand trout. Off the 
beach, right now, from Johnson Bayou to Holly Beach there are four 
to five pound speckled trout if you wade out to about three feet 
and use fresh bait advised Mr. Daigle. There have been fishermen 
all up and down the beach for the last two weeks. Mr. Daigle 
stated that he does not have the evidence to prove this. Chairman 
Pol stated that they have talked to the largest charter boat 
business out of that area which is also the largest charter boat 
fleet in the state and they are not catching the fish. Mr. Daigle 
stated that he has talked with Terry Shanessey and two of his
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guides a couple of days ago and they told hiii they are doing good. 
Another guide, Mr. East, says the fishing is tremendous. Chairman 
Pol advised that he has got twenty letters from Lake Charles 
telling him that the people are not catching fish. Mr. Daigle 
asked what was the problem. Chairman Pol stated that he did not 
know. Mr. Daigle advised that he could go tomorrow and take 
someone if they would like to go with him in his boat. Mr. Jenkins 
stated that they offered this to him in New Orleans and he has not 
had the first soul to call. Mr. Daigle stated that he would be 
glad to take them fishing if they are interested and that there is 
some information wrong somewhere and he was not here to exaggerate

to the Commission but to tell them the truth. Mr. Daigle advised 
that he has the one thousand pounds of speckled trout recorded on 
his camera, VCR, with the date. Chairman Pol stated that Mr. 
McCall is from Cameron, runs a big boat service and he reports back 
as a Commission member that the fish are not being caught. Mr. 
McCall is talking about on the sports fishermen side and they are 
not catching fish. Mr. Daigle extended his offer again to take 
anyone who was interested fishing in his area.

Mr. Pete Garrick addressed the Commission and stated that he 
thought he knew what part of the problem was with the trout. The 
problem that is being seeing is probably like he is seeing in his 
area. There are a lot of people going out and not catching the 
fish because they are casting plastics. The biggest problem with 
this right now is the fact with the freshwater and high algae 
blooms there is a lot of bait. Mr. Garrick stated that the people 
he knows from the mariners that are going out and fishing to get 
away from everybody they are coming in with fish. They are 
throwing a lot of fish back between eight and nine inches but they 
are coming in with a limit of decent size fish stated Mr. Garrick. 
Mr. Garrick personally has not fished speckled trout because he 
fishes drum at this time of the year because it is to hot to fish 
commercially in his area to see what is coming up in the nets. Mr. 
Garrick stated that he does know a couple of people that have been 
striking on them and they are catching a few fish, not a lot. 
Again this is a bait problem and you have to get around the bait 
and the fish are underneath the bait. Mr. Garrick believes that 
most of the people that are complaining have swung through the 
years in fishing with a lot of plastic baits and not using shads, 
shiners, and live shrimp. The fish are not going to eat the 
plastic if there is an abundance of bait. Mr. Garrick stated that 
anybody who has been out there sampling can tell you there is more 
bait in the waters of this state right now than then he has ever 
seen. Mr. Jenkins stated that he agrees with this.

Jane Black addressed the Commission and presented forty two 
letters to the Commission from businesses (gas stations, motels, 
restaurants) in Leeville and Grand Isle. The businesses are asking 
for the Commission's consideration because of the financial impact 
if there was no trout fishery. Also from the commercial fishing
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organization in the area they would like the Commission to please 
wait and consider the overall review of this fisheries that will 
be ready in January that the department is working on and encourage 
the Commission to make a decision based on that data rather than 
one made perhaps prematurely. Chairman Pol advised that the 
Commission is going to do this and does not know where the rumor 
got started that the Commission was intending to close the speckled 
trout season. This Commission has never discussed this and what 
they want to do is to find put what is the best for both sides of 
the fence stated Chairman Pol. Ms. Black stated that she did think 
the public did preceive that the Commission was considering an 
emergency closure. Mr. Jenkins asked Ms. Black if so far this year 
was the commercial take of speckled normal, below normal or above 
normal. Ms. Black answered that she really did not know but 
believed there were plenty of people in the audience that could 
tell and the last that she knows was that it was average. Mr. 
Jenkins asked Dr. Clark if there was any information on the landing 
data? Mr. Jones asked Mr. Foret what he found the catches were. 
Mr. Foret answered the catches were way below normal right now but 
does not believe the speckled trout are in danger. There are only 
a couple of gill nets in his area but with the price of gas this 
has kind of put them out of business. First couple of trips they 
made out were good then after that it had dropped down to almost 
nothing. Mr. Foret stated that he still thinks you have to wait 
a while to find out what is going to happen. Mr. Jenkins advised 
that this was the same report that he has gotten. Dr. Clark 
answered Mr. Jenkins' question and stated that some phone calls 
have been made to quite a few dealers in each of the areas and the 
historical record has also been looked at. The historical data for 
about the past five years shows that the commercial landings in the 
month of September run anywhere from about ten to fifteen thousand 
pounds up to over a hundred thousand pounds. So if you ask the 
question what is normal for September that is a hard question to 
answer stated Dr. Clark. The average over the last five years is 
about eighty thousand pounds and if Dr. Clark had to guess on the 
basis of the phone surveys that the department has right now about 
how many pounds were landed in September it would be approaching 
this.

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission and stated that he 
realizes the concern of everybody. There are two reasons the 
commercial fishermen are not fishing and the same reasons the 
recreational are not catching fish and that it has been an 
outstanding shrimp season this year and low salinity. The 
recreational fishermen are not catching fish because they are so 
accustomed to going so close in that the speckled trout do not need 
to bite. You can go ten miles out of Shell Keys and there are 
still large patches of water lilies all over Vermilion, Cote 
Blanche Bay, and East Cote Blanche Bay. This is not traditional 
speckled trout season. Mr. Edgar stated he knows everyone's 
concern that the fish has not been caught this year and maybe it 
is all for the good. If the freeze did take a little bit of the
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fish, then that fish has not been in the estuaries or in the areas 
where it can be fished so they have not been caught. These living 
fish will have made up for the few that the freeze has taken and 
Mr. Edgar's personal opinion is that everything is in pretty good 
shape but does agree that it needs to be looked at and in January 
take a close look at it and make sure the fishery is alright.

Mr. Claude Daigle addressed the Commission and advised that 
the month of September is one of the slowest months the commercial 
fishermen out of Hackberry, Louisiana, have in general. There are 
records showing September catches in the past and the productivity 
being very slow and usually around the first part of October until 
the end of October is when the trout season for this area starts 
up strong. In sports fishing, if you do not have live shrimp you 
can forget catching the trout stated Mr. Daigle

Mr. Mark Hilzin with the GCCA addressed the Commission and 
stated "that he has sat up here for eight months coming to the 
meetings, now, and knows the poor Commissioners have had to sit on 
that side listening. We have a fishery here that at least to the 
recreational fishermen it is absolutely the bread and butter of the 
fishery and probably to quite a few commercial fishermen it is 
their bread and butter also. We are sitting here trying to decide 
the fate of this fishery and now we have resorted to wive1s tales, 
rumors, who knows how to fish better, what you hear down the street 
and are spending probably a million and half dollars a year with 
a Finfish Section that should be able to give us the kind of 
information that is needed to make decisions on this. Here we are 
resorting to the kind of discussion that we have had the last half 
hour or so. I think the real bottom line of this whole issue is 
not the trout, not the redfish, whatever, the bottom line is what 
in the world is this department doing and what are we going to do 
to make this section give us the kind of information that is needed 
so that the proper decision can be made".

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission as President of the 
Southwest Pass Oysters Growers and Dealers Association and stated 
that he has never had the chance to personally come by and thank 
the Commission for their support on their experimental marking 
system. The members of the organizations have got most of the 
reefs marked, the color coded pipes, etc. and all of this is 
working excellent. The problem is a lot better than it was . The 
members have not gone any further with the marking system because 
of the law suit and the legality of the leases and the members just 
want to put it on hold before they spend all of the money to get 
the shot points, maps, etc. As soon as this matter is a little 
clearer the maps, sections will be supplied and Mr. Edgar thanked 
the department and Commission for their support in the past.

Chairman Pol called for a motion to adjourn the meeting of 
Thursday, October 4, 1990 and reconvene at 9 a.m. on Friday,
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October 5, 1990. Mr. McCall made a motion that the October 
Commission be adjourned and reconvened in the morning. The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed unanimously.

Chairman Pol reconvened the October Commission meeting on 
Friday, October 5, 1990 at 9 a.m.

At Friday's meeting Mr. Ron Dugas presented a Resolution/ 
Declaration of Emergency for the Calcasieu/Saline Lakes Oyster 
Season. Mr. Dugas stated that it is basically the time to look at 
setting the oyster season on the public tonging reefs in Calcasieu 
and Sabine Lakes in the western portion of the state. The grounds 
have been inventoried and it was found that there is roughly twice 
the available supply of commercial oyster then last year and it 
looks like there is a pretty good resource in the area. Mr. Dugas 
read the resolution. The department is recommending the maximum 
fishing season in the area and is to open it one half-hour before 
sunrise on Monday, November 5, 1990 and close one half-hour after 
sunset on March 30, 1991. Mr. Dugas stated that it would truly be 
remiss if it was not realized that there was a water quality 
problem in Calcasieu thus the Health Department has to do an awful 
lot of sampling and their season will be coupled with the 
department's season. The specific area to be opened within 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will depend upon health department's 
determination of the waters being safe for harvesting. Mr. Dugas 
pointed out that a lot of the area in Calcasieu has to be staked 
off and the secretary of the department will have the authority to 
close all parts of the area for enforcement consideration. Within 
R.S. 56:435.1 there is a provision that allows the department to 
extend the season for a portion of the days that it is closed 
because of the health problem so the department's secretary will 
have the authority to delay the closing of the season to compensate 
for health closures and delay not to exceed past April 30th advised 
Mr. Dugas.

Chairman Pol asked if any members of the Commission had any 
questions. Mr. McCall asked what was the opening day last year. 
Mr. Dugas answered November 15th. Last year's season was shorten 
because of a hurricane which caused flooding thus losing oysters. 
Mr. McCall stated that with the closures last year this year's 
season will help out a lot and he is very pleased with it.

Chairman Pol called for a motion on the resolution/ 
declaration of emergency to open the oyster season in 
Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes, 1990-91. Mr. Jenkins moved on the 
resolution on the Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes as read by Mr. Dugas. Mr. 
McCall seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.



(The full text of the resolution
is made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE LAKES 

1990/91 OYSTER SEASON

Adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
October 5, 1990, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:435.1 prescribes that the Calcasieu and Sabine 
Lakes public oyster tonging reefs may open during 
designated periods in November and close during 
designated periods in March with the additional authority 
to delay closing as a result of health closures, and

WHEREAS, the oyster grounds of Calcasieu Lake have been 
inventoried by Department biologists, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Health and Hospitals, Office of Public 
Health has been monitoring the waters of Calcasieu and 
Sabine Lakes to insure that the areas meet the water 
quality standards for the harvesting of shellfish, now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the public tonging reefs of 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes open 1/2 hour before sunrise 
on Monday, November 5, 1990, and extend until 1/2 hour 
after sunset March 30, 1991, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the specific areas to be open within 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will depend upon Health 
Department classifications that these waters are safe for 
the harvesting of oysters, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Secretary of Wildlife and 
Fisheries will have the authority of closing portion of 
or the entire area because of enforcement problems, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Department Secretary has the
authority to delay the closing of this season to 
compensate for health closures, such delays not to extend 
past April #0, 1991.

Warren I. Pol, Chairman 
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Comm.

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 
LA Dept. Wildlife & Fisheries
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(The full text of the emergency
declaration is made a part of the
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of the 
Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:953 (B) and R.S. 49:967 and 
under the authority of R.S. 56:435.1 notice is hereby given that 
the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission has adopted a rule 
describing the conduct of the 1990-91 oyster season in Calcasieu 
and Sabine Lakes. The season shall be conducted as follows:

1. The 1990/91 oyster season in Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will 
open 1/2 hour before sunrise Monday, November 5, 1990, and 
extend until 1/2 hour after sunset, Thursday, March 30, 1991.

2. Harvest will be by tonging only.

3. The waters of Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will be open only 
when the state Department of Health and Hospitals classifies 
these waters as safe for the harvest of oysters.

4. The Department's Secretary has the authority to delay the 
closing of this season to compensate for health closures, such 
delay not to extend past April 30, 1991 or close the season 
if biological information indicates the need to do so or if 
enforcement problems arise.

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman

A Resolution /Emergency Declaration on Mackerel/Cobia was 
presented by Dr. Clark at Friday's meeting. Dr. Clark informed the 
Commission that the department comes before them somewhat regularly 
to bring them actions that would bring the state into concurrence 
with what the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council has done 
and this is one of those. In a recent amendment to the mackerel 
plan several changes were made and these changes are reflected in 
the proposed rule. The arguments used for putting these in place 
are basically the same everytime and that is the Gulf Council goes 
through and does a stock assessment, estimates what an allowable 
catch is for each of the species and then discusses and debates 
what the appropriate regulations are to equate the take to what is 
acceptable and then the Council implements those regulations. As 
a state the department comes back to the Commission and implements 
them for state's waters. If this is not done then the harvest of
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the resource can often exceed greatly what the stock assessment 
says is appropriate. Dr. Clark pointed out the authorization in 
the resolution giving the secretary the authority to proceed with 
promulgation of the rule until the final ratification at which time 
the Commission will act upon it again.

Chairman Pol called for questions from the Commission. Dr. 
Hines asked if there were basically no changes from regulations of 
the past. Dr. Clark stated that there are a couple of minor 
changes. A minimum size length is being added to King Mackerel and 
probably will not have much impact on fishermen because they do not 
tend to bring in King Mackerel under fourteen inches. The reason 
it is being put there is because there is a law enforcement problem 
that often people will bring in fish undersized and claim that they 
thought it was a King Mackerel when they knew it was a Spanish 
Mackerel and there are minimum size limits on Spanish Mackerel. 
The minimum legal size on Cobia is not changing. The recreational 
bag limit on Spanish Mackerel is not changing. There is a new bag 
limit on Cobia. Historically there has been both a fork limit and 
a total length limit and recently the National Marine Fisheries 
Service has lost a couple of cases in court because their agents 
took a total length measurement but they did not also take the fork 
length measurement and the court ruled that if you have both in the 
law then the law officer has to take both and you have to prove 
that the person is illegal in both to make the case. There is no 
good reason to have two minimum size limits so from now on all the 
ones that will be brought to the Commission will have total length 
as the minimum size and will be dropping all dual minimum size 
limits advised Dr. Clark.

Chairman Pol called for a motion to accept the 
resolution/emergency declaration on the mackerel/cobia. A motion 
was made by Mr. McCall and seconded by Dr. Hines. The motion 
passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution 
is made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
Recreational Bag Limits for Spanish and King Mackerel

WHEREAS, Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia are managed 
under the federal Fishery Management Plan for the Coastal 
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, this fishery management plan establishes bag limits and 
size limits for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia 
taken in the federal waters of the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic, and
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WHEREAS, the Gulf and South Atlantic Fishery Management Councils 
have requested that the Gulf States adopt bag limits for 
Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia compatible with 
those contained in the federal fishery management plan, 
and

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission pursuant 
to R.S. 49:953 (B) and 967(D) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act and under the authority of R.S. 56:325.1 
and 326.3 is empowered to set bag limits and size limits.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby adopt emergency regulations 
establishing bag limits and size limits for Spanish 
mackerel, king mackerel and cobia which are compatible 
with those contained in the federal fishery management 
plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the 
Declaration of Emergency is attached to and make a part 
of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
.Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
these emergency regulations and the final rule, including 
but not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the rule
establishing recreational bag limits for Spanish and king 
mackerel is attached to and made a part of this 
resolution.

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman

Virginia Van Sickle 
Secretary
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DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b) 
and 967(D) of the Administrative Procedures Act and under the 
authority of R.S. 56:325.1, 326.1 and 326.3, the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission hereby finds that imminent peril to the public 
welfare exists and accordingly adopts the following emergency rule:

The minimum legal size for possession of Spanish mackerel 
fScomberomorus maculatus) and king mackerel (Scomberomorus cayalla) 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be 14 inches total length.

The minimum legal size for possession of cobia (Rachvcentron 
canadum) whether caught within or without the territorial waters 
of Louisiana shall be 37 inches total length.

The recreational bag limit for possession of Spanish mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be 10 fish per person per day.

The recreational bag limit for possession of king mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be 2 fish per person per day for private vessels. 
For charter vessels the recreational bag limit for king mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be either 3 fish per person per day, excluding 
captain and crew, or 2 fish per person per day, including captain 
and crew, whichever is greater. For the purpose of this rule, 
charter vessels shall be defined as vessels permitted by the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to fish as a charter vessel under 
the Federal Fishing Management Plan for the Coastal Migratory 
Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic.

The recreational and commercial bag limit for possession of 
cobia whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be 2 fish per person per day.

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman

(The full text of the declaration of
emergency is made a part of the
record)

Ms. Bettsie Baker gave an update at Friday's meeting on the 
Permits for Artificial Reef Program/Shell Mitigation. Ms. Baker 
advised that these two issues were put together because they are
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related. The department is trying to do the inshore reef program 
mainly with shell mitigation that should be received from shell 
dredging contracts. At last month's meeting the Commission had 
asked for an update on where the department stood on the permits 
and requested that if the permits had not been received by the next 
Commission meeting to have representatives from both DNR and DEQ 
present so that they could come in and tell the Commission why they 
are running so late. Mr. Baker gave a brief overview of the 
permitting process which is a very lengthy process. Part of the 
reason that the process has taken so long advised Ms. Baker is that 
the department was looking for a general permit which encompasses 
any materials that the department may potentially wish to use as 
reef material and not just shell. Comments have been received from 
DNR and DEQ and they are finished with their end of the business. 
On September 27 formal notice was received to proceed that there 
is a ten day notice time where the department has to advertise in 
the newspaper to see if any person has any comments, questions, or 
anything they would like to say about the reef program and the 
department is now in the ten day comment period. At the 
termination of the ten day notice period there will be thirty to 
sixty days for the Corps of Engineers to get comments from 
individuals and at the termination of this the department should 
be in business and be able to move forward with the program. At 
this point the department has gotten approval from all of the 
various state agencies, in another five days the department will 
be finished with its formal advertisement and notice will be sixty 
days from there advised Ms. Baker. To update the Commission on 
mitigation, Ms. Baker advised that letters have been sent to each 
of the shell dredging companies requesting that they come forward 
with mitigation. Values have been tabulated as to how much clam 
or oyster shell is required from each party that has been dredging 
since 1982. Mr. Ron Gomez has received a response from Dravo Basic 
Materials that essentially said they were ready to move forward and 
sit down and talk about the amount of mitigation that is required. 
The other two companies told the department to "go fly a kite" 
stated Ms. Baker. Queen Bess Island has been isolated for the 
first drop of shell mitigation and the department is ready to move 
forward there concluded Ms. Baker.

Chairman Pol asked if the spots have been picked. Ms. Baker 
advised that in April the department personnel went out and six 
places have been identified that the department was interested in 
putting out shell (two in Vermilion, two in Terrebonne Parish, one 
in Barataria Bay and one in...).

At Friday's meeting Mr. Mike Landrum presented the Notice of 
Intent for the Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - Enforcement of Parish 
Hunting Ordinance and/or Total Closure of Hunting Season for 
Certain Areas in Orleans Parish. Mr. Landrum explained that this 
is some old business that was taken up as an emergency rule at last 
month's meeting and this is the formal notice of intent for the 
permanent rule. Mr. Landrum asked the Commission to adopt the
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notice of intent which would close the hunting season and prohibit 
hunting or shooting by any means or device in this area. A motion 
was made by Dr. Hines and seconded by Mr. Jenkins to adopt the 
notice of intent. The motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
Wildlife and Fisheries

PART III. STATE GAME AND FISH PRESERVES AND SANCTUARIES 

Chapter 3. Particular Game and Fish Preserves and Commissions 

Section 320. Bayou Sauvage, Orleans Parish.

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to close that portion of Orleans Parish East of the 
Jefferson-Orleans Parish line, Northward to the southern shoreline 
of Lake Pontchartrain, northeast along the southern shoreline of 
Lake Pontchartrain to South Point, east-southeast along the 
southern shoreline of Lake Pontchartrain to Chef Pass, the southern 
shoreline of Chef Pass eastward to the western shoreline of the 
Intra-Coastal Waterway, the western shoreline of the Intra-Coastal 
Waterway southward to the Industrial Canal, the Industrial Canal 
south to the Mississippi River, and the Mississippi River to the 
Orleans-Jefferson Parish line to all hunting or shooting by any 
means or device.

Interested persons may submit written comments until 4:30 
p.m., January 9, 1991, to: Tommy Candies, LA Department Wildlife
and Fisheries, Enforcement Division, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 
70898-9000.
AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:6 and 115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (
,1991).

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman
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Mr. Jones asked about the two companies that told the 
department to go fly a kite dealing with the shell mitigation and 
asked Mike Landrum what was the department going to do. Mr. 
Landrum advised that he has not had a chance to talk to Ms. Baker 
about this and does not know what the situation is. Mr. Baker 
informed Mr. Jones that she and Mr. Puckett have been working on 
the shell mitigation issue and Mr. Landrum has not been involved 
and assured Mr. Jones that the department will pursue this matter.

At Friday's meeting Colonel Winton Vidrine gave the Monthly 
Law Enforcement Report. Colonel Vidrine gave the September Monthly 
Law Enforcement Report. The following number of cases were made:
Region I - 132
Region II - 133 (34 migratory game bird cases over baited area)
Region III - 161
Region IV - 41
Region V - 201
Region VI - 150
Region VII - 180 (25 migratory game bird cases over baited area) 
Region VIII - 248 
Region IX - 158

SWEP issued no citations this past month as the Riptide was 
broken down. The personnel worked on a spotter plane case and 
cleaned out warehouses. Oyster Strike Force had twenty eight 
citations. There was a grand total of 1,432 cases for September 
and a slow month advised Colonel Vidrine.

Chairman Pol asked if there were any questions from the 
Commissioners. Mr. McCall asked that next month he presumed they 
would see a number in front of SWEP. Colonel Vidrine stated he is 
sure they will. Mr. Jenkins asked how much did they receive from 
the twelve foot alligator. Colonel Vidrine answered sixty two 
dollars a foot. Secretary Van Sickle advised that enforcement had 
to go to extreme lengths to make a case against the spotter plane 
because of a very crafty law breaker and commended Colonel vidrine 
and his staff on a good job.

At Friday's meeting, under OTHER BUSINESS Senator Joe 
McPherson, addressed the Commission on Hunting of Deer with Dogs in 
Rapides Parish. Senator McPherson advised that since the time he 
was first elected he has had the opportunity to work with the 
department and Commission on legislation that has been very good 
for the natural resources of the state. Senator McPherson stated 
that he wanted to talk to the Commission about the closure of a 
large area in Rapides Parish to hunting with dogs and the changing 
of some season lengths for dog hunting in Rapides Parish and knows 
that the Commission has a difficult time in listening to someone 
like him in changing something that has already been published in
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the pamphlet. Senator McPherson asked the Commission to listen and 
take under serious consideration the opening of an area back up to 
hunting with dogs until a more conclusive study of the area can be 
done and have more public input. This would not be an enforcement 
problem because you are not closing an area, or changing seasons 
that are already in the pamphlet to where you have a problem with 
prosecution. Senator McPherson pointed out that a tremendous area 
of Rapides Parish that is opened to hunting is the Kisatchie 
National Forest where the department severely limited the number 
of deer hunting days this year and also the department limited the 
number of days of hunting with dogs on Kisatchie National Forest. 
Senator McPherson stated that another very significant area of 
Rapides Parish was closed to hunting with dogs by the department 
and believes this was without any real public input. The reason 
that has been given for closure of this area was that a group of 
landowners came to the department and requested that it be closed. 
Senator McPherson commented that in his discussions with Mr. Hugh 
Bateman it was "that in these instances, well we think that it is 
probably alright from a biological standpoint, we think that we 
have good public support and think that the majority of the 
landowners are in favor of it" then the normal course would be to 
make the recommendation to the Commission and close the area. 
Senator McPherson advised that what was found out was that one of 
the department's employees that hunts in the area that prefers to 
still hunt went around and orchestrated letters from landowners, 
who own insignificant amounts of land in the acreage being 
discussed, to the district supervisor asking that the property be 
closed. Since the individual that orchestrated this works in the 
department's Information and Education Section Senator McPherson 
believes that because of the circumstances by which this area was 
closed the Commission would be right by opening the area to hunting 
with dogs. Senator McPherson gave the department over a thousand 
signatures of landowners and interested individuals from Rapides 
Parish, northern Evangeline Parish and Avoyelles Parish that have 
spoken in opposition of this closure. Senator McPherson stated 
that if it was not for the fact that it was one of the department's 
personnel because of his self-interest who went around and 
orchestrated the letter writing to get the area closed that he 
would not be attending the meeting today. A letter was read by 
Senator McPherson pertaining to the Meeker Hunting Club and 
misrepresentation of the club and he informed the Commission that 
he has gotten numerous letters just like the one from the Meeker 
Hunting Club. A department employee went around and solicited 
letters without explaining to people what was actually being 
proposed and then the department based its1 decision and 
recommendations to the Commission based upon this information 
pointed out Senator McPherson.

Chairman Pol asked Senator McPherson if what he was proposing 
that the area be opened as it was last year. Senator McPherson 
stated that this is what he would like to see. Chairman Pol asked 
Mr. Bateman if he had discussed this with the Senator. Mr. Bateman
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stated that the Senator and he had talked briefly by phone about 
him coming to Baton Rouge and what his concerns were regarding this 
issue. Mr. Bateman commented that he would be glad to answer any 
questions relative to the whole list of things that Senator 
McPherson put before them and believes that the Commissioners know 
that in regard to still hunting/dog hunting area changes there is 
always controversy. Mr. Bateman stated that he did not know 
exactly what the Commission wanted him to say in terms of perhaps 
a justification of this and thinks the Commission understands that 
when this is done the department generally wants good support from 
landowners and that was the procedure that was followed. This was 
part of the change that occurred starting back in February with the 
staff meetings and proceeded right on through the meetings with the 
Commission and the APA and as so often is the case when the 
department makes a change in rules and regulations and the public 
starts reading the pamphlet this is when they often become aware 
of what is going on. Mr. Bateman advised that Mr. Czerny Newland, 
District Supervisor, Alexandria is attending the meeting and he 
would be glad to have him answer any questions specifically as to 
why the recommendation for this area. Mr. Bateman advised that 
another map was put together by Mr. Newland showing the places 
where the department felt like they had good support for this 
change to still hunting. The Meeker Hunting Club specifically was 
mentioned and the letter which Senator McPherson read was also 
received by the department. The individual who was President of 
the hunting club indicated that he was mislead and Mr. Bateman 
stated that a lot of times people commit to things privately and 
then when publicly things happen they do not feel like they can 
support it. Mr. Bateman advised that the two major land holding 
companies on the map (T. L. James and Crowell) indicated to the 
department verbally that they had no problem with the change from 
dog hunting to still hunting and understands their reluctance to 
come before the Commission with something in writing indicating 
that they were in favor of this. The department goes through this 
constantly where verbally people will support something and if it 
becomes a controversy they are not willing publicly to support it. 
Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Bateman why he won't say why people do not 
want to support this publicly. Mr. Bateman answered that he did 
not think he had to and he thinks everybody understands that the 
land holding companies in Louisiana do not need anymore problems 
than they already have. Mr. Jenkins stated that it is because they 
have been threatened by the people. Mr. Bateman advised that he 
does not know about this in this case. Mr. Jenkins commented 
stated that he does know this because after meetings they have told 
the Commission, the department, etc. this and this is why they 
don't want to come up and say it. Mr. Bateman repeated that he 
does not specifically in this particular instance in Rapides Parish 
know that any threat has been made but knows that Mr. Jenkins is 
correct and there have been people from other parts of the state 
tell the Commission and department that they are not willing to say 
publicly what they will try to do in working with the department 
cooperatively and private on. This presents a dilemma to the
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Commission, to the Secretary of the department, as well as the 
staff. Mr. Bateman added that from a biological standpoint if you 
look at most of the uncontrolled lands on the map, at-large lands, 
would" represents in Mr. Newland's judgment probably a hundred to 
a hundred and fifty acres, perhaps two hundred acres and if you 
just step across the line onto the Alexandria State Forest the deer 
herd is about one to twenty five or one to thirty per acre. There 
may be some exceptions within this on some of the clubs that have 
gotten good control of their lands and have taken care of their 
resources. This, in fact, is also part of this very complex and 
troublesome formula that the department looks at when a 
recommendation is made to the Commission advised Mr. Bateman. The 
department is aware that there are differences between the existing 
deer herds on the outside or in areas of the state that influence 
what is recommended to the Commission in terms of what is done. 
This is exactly what was at the heart of the recommendation on the 
Kisatchie National Forest and there is absolutely no reason 
biologically that there can't be as many deer on some of the lands 
that were changed this' year explained Mr. Bateman. Mr. Bateman 
stated that he is very appreciative that the Commission went along 
with the department on the change in Kisatchie National Forest and 
there is absolutely no reason why we have got to have a deer to a 
hundred acres on some property in Louisiana and step right across 
the line, right across the road, four miles up the highway and we 
got a deer for twenty five. There is a real difference there and 
this is the heart of the biological matter that the department is 
trying to get to and Mr. Bateman stated that he knows there are 
other issues involved and did not want to say anything else.

Secretary Van Sickle stated that she would like to say 
something about the other issue. Senator McPherson's real problem 
is that a member of the department's staff, and Secretary Van 
Sickle is not saying whether he did it or not, has going out and 
basically recruited people to their side of an opinion or an issue. 
Secretary Van Sickle commented that she has a problem with this 
also because whether people in the department work for the game 
division, enforcement, etc. they work for the Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries and should not get involved in controversial 
issues where the Commission has public hearings and tries to hear 
from the general public. Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Bateman 
if he allowed his people to go out and try to get together public 
groups or letters to the Commission and campaign for a still 
hunting or dog hunting issue. Mr. Bateman answered no, not 
directly, but he hastens to add that on the one hand people are 
encouraged to try and explain to landowners, private hunting clubs, 
etc. the biological issues involved and what the department thinks 
they should be doing and it is hard for him to tell Secretary Van 
Sickle that "no" I do not encourage people that work for his 
division to go out and talk to people about what they should be 
doing in the way of proper management and if it involves in having 
the Commission to take some action to change a season then the 
answer is "yes". In the case of still hunting versus dog hunting
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when changes are made it is always controversial and it is 
necessary that the department does as good as job as it can in 
making sure that they have the private landowners support and the 
support of the people who hunt in the area which entails talking 
to people pointed out Mr. Bateman. Secretary Van Sickle stated 
that what she is getting at is could the department establish a 
policy basically that would prevent anyone from doing this in the 
future and hopefully this would take care of Senator McPherson's 
problem.

Senator McPherson stated that Mr. Bateman made a very true 
statement "that none of the major landowners had a problem with 
them changing it to no dog hunting", but at the same time none of 
the landowners had a problem with it staying open to dog hunting 
so this was kind of a one sided statement that Mr. Bateman made. 
T. L. James Lumber Company has extensive holdings in Rapides Parish 
and Mr. Travis Joiner who manages it does not back up from anybody. 
They have leased extensive tracts of their lands to private 
individuals in lease situations and are not afraid to exercise 
their domain over their properties but have not chosen to do this 
even thought they are presently talking with people about leasing 
up part of this land. The Crowells were approached by the 
department to let the department exercise control over their 
property and put it into a management situation, stop the dog 
hunting on it, and they flatly turned the department down. They 
don't even do timber management on their land. They want the land 
to sit there and be opened to the public to be used historically 
just like it always had stated Senator McPherson. The other group 
that Mr. Bateman mentioned was the Meeker Hunting Club and Mr. 
Billy Tanner, President of the club is attending the meeting and 
wants to explain what his position was and how his letter came to 
the department advised Senator McPherson.

Mr. Billy Tanner, President of the Meeker Hunting Club, 
central Louisiana, addressed the Commission. Mr. Tanner explained 
that to clarify the letter that he did write, he wrote one letter 
back in January that got the whole thing rolling and was under the 
impression that he was writing for a survey, statewide, of deer 
hunting. . Mr. Tanner stated that he has always opposed it and this 
is not anything that is secret in his area. This other letter was 
written just to give some information as to how the letter was 
gotten from him. Mr. Tanner was approached by the biologist that 
was mentioned and was told that to write the letter he had to sign 
it as representing a large hunting club, so many acres, to have any 
clout or pull statewide. Never was Mr. Tanner told that it was 
going to be their particular area. Mr. Tanner also asked this 
particular person if it would be o.k., as he was very important in 
some other clubs, to get letters from these particular people. He 
was told they did not want letters from them because of size, but 
little did Mr. Tanner know it was not size, it was location and Mr. 
Tanner did not find this out until later. Mr. Tanner stated that 
he was mislead, really mislead. Mr. Tanner believes that this
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particular situation was not done right and that the dog hunters 
had no input whatsoever into this and were just stepped on and 
recommended that the Commission reconsider this.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary Van Sickle what would the 
ramifications if this is changed after the pamphlets have already 
been printed. Secretary Van Sickle stated that the major concern 
is that there have been public hearings, regulations have been 
published and if the regulations are changed at this point and a 
case is presented to the District Attorney what would happen and 
asked Colonel Winton Vidrine to address this. Secretary Van Sickle 
said another problem she has is that there is one set of people 
attending this meeting today and if regulations are going to be 
changed then the department is doing exactly what Senator McPherson 
accused them of before and that is listening to one group of people 
and the rest of the public has not had a chance to be here. 
Senator McPherson commented that you are opening something so there 
is no prosecution problem. Secretary Van Sickle stated that open 
versus close either way it is the law, it is changing the law in 
the regulations they set. Senator McPherson advised that the 
Commission has the authority to do this and you are not closing an 
area where an individual points to the handbook and says I was 
hunting here because it shows that it was opened. He would not 
have that defense to use with the District Attorney, here you are 
doing the opposite, you are opening an area that in your judgement 
should have been opened because of a problem that was seen. 
Secretary Van Sickle asked about the hunters that would not know 
about this and they see the dogs running around, then they call the 
agents and it causes problems because they have a regulation book 
that says you are not suppose to be there. Senator McPherson 
stated that the agent could explain and areas are closed all the 
time by emergency rule, there is no problem. Mr. Jones stated that 
they could use the defense of saying they thought they were in the 
area when they are six sections west of that. Senator McPherson 
stated that if that was going to be their defense they could just 
say that thought they were in north Evangeline Parish, this could 
happen anytime. Mr. Jenkins stated that he has a couple of serious 
concerns and they are almost exactly what Secretary Van Sickle just 
expressed. Mr. Tanner said that dog hunters were mistreated and 
they were not at meetings and Mr. Jenkins cannot remember any 
meeting that was held anywhere that there was not a good contingent 
of dog hunters. Today the Commission is being asked on short 
notice to make a change without really giving the whole community 
interested in this issue both sides an opportunity to talk about 
it and at this point Mr. Jenkins thinks the Commission would be 
making a serious mistake to try and make a change this late but 
would consider a change the next time there is an opportunity and 
at the appropriate time with proper public notice and input into 
a decision. Senator McPherson advised that this was publicized and 
was on the Commission's agenda, on the television as late as last 
night and has been widely discussed in Rapides Parish and the 
surrounding parishes and the Commission should not have any fears
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that they were going to be doing something without public notice 
as was actually the case when it was originally done. Mr. Jenkins 
asked Senator McPherson if what he is saying is that there was not 
enough proper notice when the rule was adopted? Senator McPherson 
stated that he is saying if your theory this morning is that there 
was no proper notice for this meeting, you had much more public 
notice for this meeting then you did for the previous meeting where 
the rule was adopted. Dr. Hines commented that generally in the 
past he has certainly been against anything once it is decided and 
printed. Dr. Hines asked if not the department was under the 
impression that the majority of the people wanted this area closed. 
Mr. Bateman answered that was part of the formula and as he said 
a minute ago hunter acceptance is always being talked about but it 
is also a biological reason. The deer herd densities in and out 
of this area also play just as important a role. Dr. Hines asked 
Mr. Bateman if he is saying there is a biological reason to close 
this area and not open it to dog hunting. Mr. Bateman answered 
absolutely and this recommendation was made to the Commission and 
discussed this particular issue with the district supervisor four 
months ago and went through all the steps.

Chairman Pol asked if it was Mr. Bateman's recommendation that 
it not be changed at the present time. Mr. Bateman answered yes 
sir.

Colonel Vidrine answered Secretary Van Sickle's question and 
stated that from a law enforcement standpoint if an area was to be 
closed that was previously advertised as opened then there would 
be a problem, but being that this is opening a closed area Colonel 
Vidrine does not believe that there would be any problems.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary Van Sickle what was the 
administration's recommendation. Secretary Van Sickle stated that 
when the biologists tell her that this was done on a biological 
basis she always supports the staff and trusts their judgement. 
Secretary Van Sickle does understand the concern about one member 
of the staff and it was not right if it did happen. One way that 
the department can assure Senator McPherson and the public that it 
is not the policy of the department for the staff to go out and 
try to take sides on issues that do not have any biological basis 
is by a minor change in the department's policy manual that would 
basically outline the bounds in which employees are to solicit 
input to the Commission on issues such as this.

Senator McPherson stated that the remaining problem would then 
be public confidence in the system and thinks if the Commission 
would take the action that Senator McPherson has requested this 
would be done.

Senator McPherson further stated that he has tried to handle 
himself just as responsible as he could without getting down to the 
all the little nuances that have happened in this situation and
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some of the comments that have been heard this morning on this 
thing. This is why it is so tainted. Senator McPherson stated 
that he would not think about getting in an argument with Mr. 
Bateman about whether it is biologically sound or not and of course 
a recommendation was made not to close Kisatchie National Forest 
to hunting with dogs which is exactly the same terrain, exactly 
adjacent to it as is most of the rest of Rapides Parish and the 
other surrounding parishes and if they recommended closing this 
area then they should do it statewide and go ahead and make the 
recommendations and everybody get with the program. But if it is 
a matter of trying to work with the public and trying to work with 
the user's groups and trying to maintain public confidence in what 
we are all trying to do then this should have been done on the fact 
that yes maybe it is biologically sound to close this area cause 
you will get a deer for twenty five acres instead of a hundred or 
a hundred and fifty acres but then the public has also got to be 
educated to this and cannot have an I&E officer going around and 
under the scenes, hiding it from the public, trying to get his 
thing done when not just as an employee he has an interest and 
believes he is doing right for the controversy but he has got a 
personal interest outside of the department in that he hunts in 
this particular area and he don't want dogs crossing his lease and 
so he goes around and solicits some letters. Those landowners did 
not know what letters they were signing or the purpose of those 
letters. They did not know it was to benefit an employee of the 
department to keep dogs off of his private lease. This is the 
problem and not whether it is biological sound. Secretary Van 
Sickle advised Senator McPherson that she is willing to tackle this 
as she says. Senator McPherson stated that at the same time let's 
restore public confidence by changing this incident around that 
happened as a result of a problem that the department is 
recognizing and is willing to resolve.

Chairman Pol commented that if this indeed happened, on behalf 
of the Commission and Secretary Van Sickle they certainly do 
apologize and it should not have happened. Chairman Pol stated 
that he along with Secretary Van Sickle wants Senator McPherson to 
serve on the new committee because they know how sincere he has 
been and hopefully this will satisfy and solve the problems on this 
issue.

Chairman Pol then advised that it is the recommendation of the 
administration and Secretary Van Sickle's that the area not be 
reopened for hunting with dogs and called for a motion. A motion 
was made by Dr. Hines that the Commission reconsider opening that 
area in Rapides Parish to dog hunting that has been closed 
previously. Chairman Pol called for a second. There being no 
second the motion died and the area remains closed at the present 
time. Chairman Pol stated that they appreciated Senator McPherson 
coming to the meeting and certainly hope that with him serving on 
the new panel these problems in the future will be alleviated.
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Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Bateman if he would draft up 
something like she was describing to prevent this sort of confusion 
in the future.

At Friday's meeting Mr. Bateman addressed the Commission and 
informed them that there was another group from Plaquemine Parish 
regarding pretty much the same issue and a letter was sent asking 
that the Plaquemines Parish Ban on Dog Hunting that has been in 
effect for several years be reconsidered at this meeting. Chairman 
Pol called for a motion that the rules be suspended and this issue 
taken up. Dr. Hines made a motion that the rules be suspended and 
this issue be taken up. Mr. Jones seconded the motion and it 
passed unanimously.

Mr. Bateman then presented the letter from Plaquemines Parish 
to the Commissioners which represented their request to come to the 
meeting today and discuss this. Mr. Bateman introduced Mr. Pie 
Dupuy and asked him to address the Commission.

Mr. Pie Dupuy, Plaquemines Parish, addressed the Commission. 
Mr. Dupuy stated that Senator Nunez and Luke Petrovich were also 
suppose to attend the meeting and at this time he does not know why 
they were not here. The parish has had a resolution since last 
year, May 11, 1989, for running of dogs on the east bank. There 
is no reason why they should not run stated Mr. Dupuy. There is 
plenty of game, the land is owned or leased with some of the 
hunting clubs having as much as six thousand acres to run on and 
there is no population problem. In the area where Mr. Dupuy hunts 
there is only one lady that lives in there and she is the one they 
lease the land from. In the other areas that are hunted by the 
other clubs there are no houses at all. Mr. Dupuy stated he cannot 
see why the department will not let them run their dogs and that 
this is going to be the fourth year of closure. Mr. Dupuy 
commented that they had received a letter from Mr. Dave Moreland 
of the department stating that they had a good deer population. 
Mr. Dupuy asked that the Commission consider opening the east bank 
to dogs.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that this was the same sort of 
thing that they had just gone through with Senator McPherson about 
changing the regulation and proposed that Mr. Dupuy be put on the 
department's mailing list for every meeting of the new Deer 
Advisory Task Panel and that he be involved in the next year's 
season setting process. This process is being opened a lot at this 
point to try to get some more meaningful public input. The 
Commission has formed an advisory panel specifically to look at dog 
hunting and still hunting around the state in the different 
regions. There will be people from Mr. Dupuy's area that will be 
speaking and representing their interest Secretary Van Sickle 
informed Mr. Dupuy and stated that at a minimum they will get him 
involved in this facilitation process to work out these problems. 
Mr. Dupuy advised that there were no still hunters in the area or
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involved in the dog hunting issue. Secretary Van Sickle stated 
that there was also the biological basis. Mr. Dupuy stated that 
there were no biological reasons for this.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Bateman to give the reason why this 
area was closed to dog hunting. Mr. Bateman explained five or six 
years ago three hurricanes flooded Plaquemines Parish and there was 
a big to do about flooded lands and by request from the parish 
council in Plaquemines the area was closed to dog hunting. The 
short story is that the deer herd has recovered and they have good 
numbers of deer on a lot of the wooded land. The land that is 
being discussed is basically land north of the Bohemia Wildlife 
Management Area on the east side of the river which is the private 
land on the east side of the river. The public lands would remain 
closed to dog hunting because it is basically the Mississippi River 
Delta and the management area. Those particularly lands in the 
judgment of the biological staff see no problem with the deer herd 
currently but keep in mind that it has been still hunting for the 
last four or five years and the department's recommendation is the 
same that was just made on the Rapides Parish. If the department 
did not think there was a biological reason to continue to be able 
to maintain this good deer herd under the present conditions it 
would have been recommended to change it back before now stated 
Mr. Bateman. Mr. Bateman advised that he had come to the 
Commission in April with the same information that he has now and 
in good conscience made a recommendation based on coming up through 
the district supervisors that these particular actions be taken and 
that position remains the same.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Dupuy if he would like to say anything 
further. Mr. Dupuy stated no sir. Chairman Pol asked what were 
the feeling of the Commission on this issue and if there were any 
questions. Chairman Pol stated that it is the feelings of the 
Commission that they will consider this for next year but no 
changes will be made this year.

Ms. Bettsie Baker, at Friday's meeting, stated that she had 
something to bring up under Other Business and it would require a 
rule suspension. On behalf of Dravo Basic Materials Ms. Baker 
explained that they had a problem. At this point in time the lease 
has been suspended in Lake Pontchartrain for their shell dredging 
operations. There is a clause in the lease which requires them to 
have a Performance Bond while the lease is in place. Dravo would 
like the requirement of the Performance Bond be waived during the 
period of time while shell dredging has been suspended in Lake 
Pontchartrain as they are having to make significant insurance 
payments. Ms. Baker advised that this is a legitimate request on 
their behalf.

Dr. Hines moved that the rules be waived. Mr. Jenkins 
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.
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Mr. Jenkins then made the motion that the bond be waived. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. McCall and passed unanimously.

At Friday's meeting Mr. Bateman addressed the Commission and 
asked that they take another item up under Other Business, Fee 
Lands/Corps of Engineers. Mr. Jones made a motion for suspension 
of the rules. Seconded by Dr. Hines and passed unanimously.

Mr. Bateman stated that for the last few months the Corps of 
Engineers have been working hard to secure title to lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin that are connected with Corps projects. This is 
mitigation land that they have acquired title to. This would be 
emergency action, emergency declaration that the Commission would 
need to do that would allow the department to take title to and 
incorporate about eighty two hundred acres of new public land in 
the basin that would be either adjacent to, nearby, or within the 
boundary of the Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge and the 
Sherburne Wildlife Management Area. Mr. Dave Morrison has a map 
showing the properties involved advised Mr. Bateman. If the 
Commission does not take this action there will be public access 
to all these inholdings and lands in the wildlife management area 
that would be the same as outside season. Mr. Bateman asked the 
Commission to take action today to formally promulgate rules and 
regulations on this property licensed from the Corps of Engineers, 
which the department has in hand, will license the legal title to 
this property over to the department, so that these lands will have 
the same hunting rules and regulations as the Atchafalaya National 
Wildlife Refuge and the Sherburne Wildlife Management Area which 
are already published in the pamphlet.

Chairman Pol asked if this was dedicated property. Mr. 
Bateman answered that it has been purchased by the Corps of 
Engineers and the license and legal entanglements were just 
resolved in the last week. This is an important action on the 
Commission's part and would allow the department to regulate the 
public activity on the eighty two hundred acres and bring the 
property in compliance with the rules that have already been 
established on the other public lands. Mr. Bateman then presented 
the Resolution/Emergency Declaration on the Fee Lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin.

Chairman Pol called for questions. There being none Chairman 
Pol called for a motion. A motion was made by Dr. Hines that the 
Commission adopt the resolution and emergency declaration. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed unanimously.
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(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway is the largest bottomland 
hardwood swamp in North America, and supports a wide variety 
of wildlife species indigenous to such habitat, and

WHEREAS, in recent years an agreement, incorporated in an
interagency feasibility study led by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, designed to keep the Basin in a natural state 
called for the acquisition and management of 90,000 acres 
within the Basin for public access, and

WHEREAS, Dow Chemical Company donated 40,000 acres, the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries purchased 11,780 acres 
and created the Sherburne WMA, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service purchased 15,22 acres and created the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, and

WHEREAS, the remaining 23,000 acres are to be acquired by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, authorized by the Supplemental 
Appropriations ACt of 1985, and

WHEREAS, cost sharing provisions were modified in the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986— Public Law 99-662. The 
Energy and Water Development Appropriation Act of 1986—  
Public Law 100— 102, passed by Congress in December 1987, 
provided current funds for Corps acquisitions, and

WHEREAS, the Sherburne Wildlife Management Area, and the 
Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge, are managed by the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, initial acquisitions by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
8,281.70 are proposed to be managed by the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has issued a license to 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries delegating 
management authority to the state, now

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency rule and 
accept the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers license authorizing 
the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to execute 
management authority over Corps acquired fee lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin, consistent with rules and regulations 
adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission for
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Sherburne Wildlife Management Area and the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, now

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the filing of the 
Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence 
to other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953B 
of the Administrative Procedure Act and under the authority of R.S. 
56:6 and 115, the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby finds 
that the public welfare and the wildlife resources are best served 
by adopting the following emergency rule:

That the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
assume immediate management responsibilities effective 
at 6:00 a.m., October 6, 1990 and provide public access 
to recently purchased fee lands in the Atchafalaya Basin 
by the U .S .Army Corps of Engineers. Said lands encompass 
8,281.70 acres in Iberville Parish north of Interstate 
10. Further, that these lands are primarily located 
within the boundaries and are contiguous with the 
Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge lands on which the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries is the 
managing agency.

The Commission finds that the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries' immediate mandate of management authority authorized 
by license from U.S. Corps of Engineers would serve to provide 
pubic access and effect a more positive and practical management 
approach for a larger land base within the Atchafalaya Basin. 
Management rules and regulations, season dates, and bag limits for 
said lands are to be consistent with such published for Sherburne
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Wildlife Management Area - Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge in 
the 1990-91 hunting season rules and regulations officially 
approved and adopted by the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission under 
authority vested by Section 115 of Title 56 of the Louisiana 
Revised Statutes of 1950.

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

At Friday's meeting, Mr. Dennis Stine of the Governor's Office 
addressed the Commission on the Bond Bale/New Orleans Building. 
Mr. Stine stated that he would like to address the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Building soon to be the Supreme Court Building, 400 Royal 
Street. Mr. Stine commented that he understands that at the last 
commission meeting the Commission chose not to surplus the property 
to the Division^of Administration which is the chief manager of 
assets in the state and who would in turn surplus it to the Supreme 
Court in order that they could start remodeling the building. Mr. 
Stine stated that he thinks there has been some concern of the 
Commission members with regard to when the dollars will be received 
with respect to the land that the state is going to buy for hunters 
and fishermen across the state. If the Commission will recall 
there was talk about the building being worth anywhere from fifteen 
to eighteen million dollars. It was determined that a good price 
was twenty million dollars but with buying land and the fish 
hatchery the twenty million was raised. Twenty four million dollars 
was put in the Capital Outlay Bill, eighteen million for the 
purchase of land and six million dollars for the building of the 
fish hatchery advised Mr. Stine. Mr. Stine's responsibility as 
Chief Financial Officer of the state is to build the executive 
budget and the capital outlay budget and to march it through the 
legislative process. The land purchase was initially put in cash 
in the Appropriations bill but because of running a risk of getting 
this through the legislature it was moved over to the Capital 
Outlay bill. When this is done you have to have a priority system 
in spending the money when it goes in the Capitol Outlay bill. The 
beauty of this being in the Capital Outlay bill is that it carries 
on year after year whereas Appropriations die. Mr. Stine pointed 
out that the Commission's concern has been over the fact of 
surplusing the building before the dollars are received and 
explained how the Capital Outlay process works. The state has a 
system, priorities one through four. Anybody that has a capital 
outlay request that is a priority one comes before the Bond 
Commission and indicates that they are a priority one and want a 
cash line of credit to start the construction of the project or the 
purchase of the land. Priority one should take place in the first 
quarter of the each, priority two in the second quarter, priority 
three in the third quarter and priority four in the fourth quarter. 
In the Roemer Administration it has not happened this way and 
priority one through four have been taken care of before those 
quarters. Priority three was taken care of before January of last

65



year. There was some confusion over the fact that two hundred 
million dollars in general obligation bonds had just been sold 
about a month ago stated Mr. Stine and someone commented that they 
did not see their project inedited in the issue so maybe we are not 
going to get our money. Mr. Stine explained that issues are 
inedited in the bond commission, selling of the general obligation 
bonds, and cash is received whenever cash lines of credits are 
done. When a bond is sold the state has to know where the dollars 
are going to be actually allocated to so that there is some type 
of security. The most important part is that when you get your 
cash line of credit you get your cash pointed out Mr. Stine. At 
this point Mr. Stine informed the Commission of where the dollars 
were: five million dollars of the general obligation bond is in 
priority three and it is anticipated that a cash line of credit can 
be received to take this cash down to buy the land hopefully by 
November, but more than likely December or possibly as late as 
January? thirteen million dollars in priority four which could be 
as late as April and if for some reason all of it does not come up 
this year it will roll over to the next year; one million dollars 
in priority three for the fish hatchery and one million dollars in 
priority four and four million in priority five. Priority five is 
what is called trailing money and means that there is six million 
dollars there that starting roughly in November, December and if 
the department is prepared to move forward they could conceivably 
let the contract for the entire six million dollars but can only 
draw one million dollars to pay the contractor in the third quarter 
or when cash lines of credit are done. When priority four is 
reached another million dollars can be drawn and the next year the 
balance of the money would be drawn. Having all of the money in 
a priority system tells the contractor that the money is there and 
safe stated Mr. Stine. The priorities are set up with regard to 
cash draw down schedules because if you do not need the money then 
why do you get the money in advance commented Mr. Stine and this 
is the reason five million dollars was put in priority three. Mr. 
Stine recommended that the Commission allow the Secretary to 
surplus the property when they come for a cash line of credit and 
it is approved, priority three, which there would be no reason not 
to approve. If the department is not ready in November to go 
forward with this then a Certificate of I & I (impossibility and 
impracticality) will have to be done by the department. Mr. Stine 
restated his recommendation that when the cash draw down is done 
on priority three or a Certificate of I & I is done, meaning that 
the state is ready but the department is not, that the Secretary 
at that time and that time only would surplus the property to the 
Division of Administration. The Division of Administration would 
rather that the property be surplused to them now and in turn it 
would go to the Supreme Court but recognizes the Commission's 
caution and this is the reason Mr. Stine's recommendation would be 
not to surplus the property until the department starts drawing the 
money. Concluding, Mr. Stine stated that he would be happy to 
answer any questions.
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Chairman Pol asked about the fish hatchery and whether or not 
it would be handled through Facility Planning regarding an 
architect. Mr. Stine explained that there is an Architect 
Selection Committee and the members are Mr. Stine, the user agency, 
and three private architects. The user agency in most cases puts 
out three names and if there is no problem the committee will go 
along with the user agency's request. The Secretary of the 
department would most likely sit on the Architect Selection 
Committee along with the others. Mr. Stine explained that in his 
mind he believes the department is a little bit behind the curve. 
They are in priority three for a million, priority four for a 
million, and priority five for four million meaning that if 
priority three is reached in November the entire building could 
actually be put under contract at that time. To do this it will 
take some time and Mr. Stine stated that he believes a Certificate 
of I & I will have to be done so that state can jump over the 
department and get somebody else possibly in priority four. 
Anytime the department is ready all they would have to do is pull 
back their Certificate of I & I and will immediately be the next 
one up. Because of the fact that there are no architects, plans, 
etc. we are going to be late on this one stated Mr. Stine. 
Chairman Pol asked if the Commission had any questions for Mr. 
Stine.

Mr. Jenkins asked if they got through all the priorities every 
year? Mr. Stine answered no not every year but intend to this year 
primarily as a result of the two hundred million dollars obligation 
bonds sold but if not it will be rolled over. Mr. Jenkins asked 
if you had a priority four in one year and you did not get to it 
would it be re-prioritized. Mr. Stine answered right. Mr. Jenkins 
further asked when the re-priority structure came up would you 
still be in number four. Mr. Stine answered that the legislature 
has the prerogative because they are the ones that actually pass 
the bill but the Division of Administration will set the priorities 
and generally the priorities are met with regard to Capital Outlay 
Bill. Mr. Stine recommended that since the department is in three 
and four and if they get everything together to buy the land then 
they should try to do it all this year (June 30th). Mr. Jenkins 
asked if the state was going to have another bond sale. Mr. Stine 
advised that they have one tentatively planned next year at this 
time but it just depends on a lot of factors. If the money is 
needed in the Escrow Fund the state will go to market and if not 
they will hold up. The state has not been in the market for three 
years and the debt affordability looks very good in Louisiana and 
is rated triple*B plus which is just above Massachusetts. When the 
bonds were sold this last time the investors bought Louisiana as 
if they were rated A and were sold at 7.1 and this says that the 
institutional investors believe in Louisiana.

Chairman Pol advised that he had request Mr. Landrum to draw 
up a resolution pertaining to this issue and asked Mr. Stine if he 
had seen the resolution. Mr. Stine apologized for not having
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reviewed the resolution. Chairman Pol read the resolution. Mr. 
Stine recommended that in lieu of the word "bond" to use "cash line 
of credit”. A motion was made by Mr. Jones to adopt the 
resolution. The motion was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed 
unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution 
is made a part of the record)

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Commission, upon the receipt of the cash 
line of credit of $5,000,000 (FIVE MILLION DOLLARS), the first 
installment of the $24,000,000 in bonded indebtedness due to 
the Department through the Capital Outlay process, dedicated 
to the purchase of fish and wildlife habitat, and the 
establishment of a fish hatchery, the Secretary is authorized 
to take all appropriate measures to declare the building owned 
by this Commission at 400 Royal Street, New Orleans, 
Louisiana, to be declared surplus property and to be disposed 
of accordingly by the Division of Administration and/or its 
designees. Subsequent to the initial deposit the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will receive the balance 
of $19,000,000 for these projects from future bond sales and 
lines of credit.

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman

Upon passage of the resolution Mr. Stine informed the 
Commissioners that he was going to contact the Supreme Court 
Justice and advise him of the Commission's resolution.

(The following minutes of the October Commission meeting were taken 
from notes as the recording equipment failed at this point during 
the meeting and there is no tape of the last part of the meeting.)

The Secretary's Report to the Commission was given at Friday's 
meeting. Secretary Van Sickle reported that the new season of the 
department's television magazine will premiere today, Thursday, 
Oct. 5, at 7:00 p.m. Ms. Sara Ann Harris has been promoted and is 
now in charge of the television magazine.

Mr. Karl Turner of the Seafood Marketing and Promotion section 
has been working with the Heinz Company and promoting Louisiana 
shrimp that will be used in advertising their cocktail sauce.
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The project of restoring Queen Bess Island will take 14.5 
thousand cubic yards of shell and the shell to be used is the shell 
that is owned to the department by the shell dredgers.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is considering the proposal 
to list the Louisiana Black Bear as a threatened species and will 
be holding a public hearing on October 11, 1990 at the Wildlife and 
Fisheries building in Baton Rouge. A letter was written to the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on behalf of the timber owners by 
the department asking how the listing would affect the timber 
owners. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service responded to the 
department prior to the public hearing on October 11.

Secretary Van Sickle brought before the Commission a contract 
with LSU, Dr. Geaghan, for a cooperative fishery project between 
LSU and the department. The contract was summarized by Secretary 
Van Sickle and she asked the Commissioners if they would approve 
it at this meeting or did the Commission still wanted to review all 
contracts with LSU before execution.

At this time during the Commission meeting a copy of a letter, 
dated October 4, 1990, to Secretary Van Sickle from H. Rouse 
Caffey, Chancellor, LSU Agricultural Center was passed out to the 
Commissioners. In his letter, Dr. Caffey pointed out that he was 
surprised to learn last week that there had been a significant 
change in the procedures in the funding of projects from the 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to the LSU Agricultural 
Center. Dr. Caffey requested a meeting with the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission to discuss this subject as soon as possible 
and asked Secretary Van sickle to arrange such a meeting and check 
with him to make sure that his schedule was open.

Chairman Pol informed Secretary Van Sickle that he and Mr. 
Jenkins did go to LSU to meet with Dr. Caffey to discuss this but 
were never even given the courtesy of seeing him and had to meet 
with another gentleman. Chairman Pol stated that they had been 
treated like dogs at LSU. Chairman Pol advised that sometime ago 
the Commission had decided that all LSU contracts were to be 
reviewed before execution and this has not changed.

Secretary Van Sickle asked that the Commission reconsider 
their decision on reviewing LSU contracts and let the department 
handle them through the Undersecretary.

Dr. Hines suggested that if the department did handle the 
contracts that the Commission be kept informed of what contracts 
were taking place.

Chairman Pol explained why the Commission had asked that LSU 
contracts be reviewed and brought out the cost and "in house" 
projects. It was pointed out that Dr. Clark had advised at a prior
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Commission meeting that some of these projects could be done "in 
house".

After some discussion on whether or not the review was for all 
contracts or just LSU contracts Mr. Jenkins recommended that the 
decision include all contracts which he thought it already had.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that having the contracts 
reviewed by the Commission holds up the work to be done by the 
department and LSU and some of these contracts are very important 
because not all the work can be done "in house" and asked the 
Commission that they allow the department to proceed on the 
contract with Dr. Geaghan.

Mr. Jenkins recommended that a meeting be scheduled with Dr. 
Caffey. After a short discussion as to whether or not the whole 
membership of the Commission meet with Dr. Caffey it was decided 
that a possible meeting date would be the next commission meeting, 
November 1, at 1 p.m. or anytime prior to the start of the meeting 
at 2 p.m. The meeting will be in Baton Rouge, LA at the Wildlife 
and Fisheries building on Quail Drive.

Dr. Hines made a motion that the contract from LSU, Dr. 
Geaghan, that Secretary Van Sickle presented to the Commission for 
execution, be accepted. Chairman Pol called for a second. There 
being no second, the motion died.

The National Hunting and Fishing Day celebration was a 
tremendous success and was held on Saturday, September 22, 1990. 
Events were hosted statewide by the department in Monroe, Baton 
Rouge and Alexandria. Department personnel along with other 
organizations volunteered their services to help make this event 
a success. Secretary Van Sickle advised that she had some 
appreciation plaques made for the people who coordinated the event 
throughout the state. Mr. John Medica, Baton Rouge, Mr. Bill 
Breed, Monroe, and Mr. Bud Carpenter, Alexandria will each receive 
a plaque.

The Black Bass Management Plan will be brought up at the next 
Commission meeting and the proposal will be presented. Secretary 
Van Sickle asked Mr. Bennie Fontenot, Chief of the Freshwater 
Division to mail copies of the plan to the Commission so that they 
may review it before the meeting.

Secretary Van Sickle announced that Ms. Karen Foote has been 
made Chief of the Research Division, Office of Fisheries. Mr. John 
Roussel is Acting Chief of the Marine Fisheries Section, Office of 
Wildlife

Concluding, Secretary Van Sickle asked Ms. Bettsie Baker to 
give a brief update on the rest of the property which is up for bid 
in New Orleans and the move of the department from 400 Royal Street

70



M

to a new building. Ms. Baker briefly discussed the sale of the 
properties and hopefully the move will take place as soon as 
possible. Possible new locations are being looked at by the 
department.

Chairman Pol asked if there anything else to be brought before 
the Commission.

Mr. Gordon Hutchinson, President of the Louisiana Still 
Hunters Association addressed the Commission. Mr. Hutchinson 
stated that the association supports the Commission's wise decision 
to leave the area closed to hunting with dogs in Rapides Parish 
which Senator Joe McPherson had brought before the .Commission. 
In his address to the Commission Mr. Hutchinson made it quite clear 
that he did not agree with Senator McPherson or with some of the 
things that have taken place involving the still hunting/dog 
hunting issue.

There being no other business to bring before the Commission 
Mr. Jenkins made a motion that the October Commission meeting be 
adjourned. The motion was seconded by Dr. Hines and passed 
unanimously.

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary

AKM:sb
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LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Commission, upon the receipt of the cash 

line of credit of $5,000,000 (FIVE MILLION DOLLARS), the 

first installment of the $24,000,000 in bonded indebtedness 

due to the Department through the Capital Outlay process, 

dedicated to the purchase of fish and wildlife habitat, and 

the establishment of a fish hatchery, the Secretary is 

authorized to take all appropriate measures to declare the 

building owned by this Commission at 400 Royal Street, New 

Orleans, Louisiana, to be declared surplus property and to 

be disposed of accordingly by the Division of Administration 

and/or its designees. Subsequent to the initial deposit the 

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will receive 

the balance of $19,000,000 for these projects from future 

bond sales and lines of credit.

October 5, 1990



LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Commission, upon the receipt of the cash 

line of credit of $5,000,000 (FIVE MILLION DOLLARS), the 

first installment of the $24,000,000 in bonded indebtedness 

due to the Department through the Capital Outlay process, 

dedicated to the purchase of fish and wildlife habitat, and 

the establishment of a fish hatchery, the Secretary is 

authorized to take all appropriate measures to declare the 
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and/or its designees. Subsequent to the initial deposit the 

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will receive 
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RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway is the largest bottomland 
hardwood swamp in North America, and supports a wide variety 
of wildlife species indengenous to such habitat, and

WHEREAS, in recent years an agreement, incorporated in an 
interagency feasibility study led by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, designed to keep the Basin in a natural state 
called for the acquisition and management of 90,000 acres 
within the Basin for public access, and

WHEREAS, Dow Chemical Company donated 40,000 acres, the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries purchased 11,780 acres 
and created the Sherburne WMA, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service purchased 15,220 acres and created the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, and

WHEREAS, the remaining 23,000 acres are to be acquired by the
U. S . Army Corps of Engineers, authorized by the Supplemental 
Appropriations Act of 1985, and

WHEREAS, cost sharing provisions were modified in the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986— Public Law 99-662. The 
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 1986—  
Public Law 100-102, passed by Congress in December 1987, 
provided current funds for Corps acquisitions, and

WHEREAS, the Sherburne Wildlife Mangement Area, and the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, are managed by the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, initial acquisitions by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
8,281.70 are proposed to be managed by the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers has issued a license to 
the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries delegating 
management authority to the state, now

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries does herby adopt the emergency rule and accept the 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers license authorizing the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to execute 
management authority over Corps acquired fee lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin, consistent with rules and regulations 
adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission for 
Sherburne Wildlife Management Area and the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, now

BE FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife ari<t. Fisheries, the authority to



take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the filing of the 
Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence 
to other agencies of government.

Secretary Chairman



RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

THE FOLLOWING WAS ADOPTED BY THE LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AT 
ITS REGULAR MEETING HELD IN BATON ROUGE. OCTOBER &. 1990.

WHEREAS, the Deer Management Assistance Program (DMAP) is a very successful and 
popular method of regulating management of deer herds on private lands 
in Louisiana, and

WHEREAS, Since 1981 DMAP has grown from a few dozen cooperators to one that now 
encompasses over 800 hunting clubs covering 1.7 million acres and,

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheies Commission has adopted a schedule 
of enrollment fees ($.05 per acre and $25.00 per club) to participate 
in this deer management program, and generates over $80,000 annually 
for the Department and,

WHEREAS, the 1989 legislature has passed special laws that allow posting of DMAP 
lands to strengthen penalties for poaching,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
does hereby adopt the attached regulations as a permanent rule for the 
Deer Management Assistance Program in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedures Act.

( m
cginia Van Sickle,

'A
Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 
La. Dept, of Wildlife & Fisheries

C^Ll
Warren Pol, Chairman
La. Wildlife & Fisheries Commission



EMERGENCY RESOLUTION

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

THEREFORE

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

1990-91 FURBBARER TRAPPING SEASON

The fur industry of Louisiana presents a major potential 
resource of economy and income for many of the citizens 
of our state; and

This resource is a renewable natural one, which has 
proven under wise management to increase the importance 
in our state; and

An annual harvest of the surplus animals is in keeping 
with recognized wildlife management techniques based on 
scientific management; and

Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific 
Authority concerning out-of-state shipment of otter and 
bobcat pelts will require placement of a possession tag 
by trappers, buyers, or dealers to insure state of 
origin; and

The zonation concept has continued to be beneficial in 
reducing late caught unprime furs and has produced mainly 
favorable comments generated within the fur industry;

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations to establish the 1990-91 Furbearer Trapping 
Season within the State of Louisiana which are attached 
and made part of this resolution.

Ij/AOUUM̂ ( jd/kS’LCkh .
Virginia Van Sicklei warren Pol *
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990



EMERGENCY RESOLUTION

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of 
fox hunting was brought to North America with the early 
English settlers and has remained a tradition especially 
in the South; and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing 
of forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters 
have leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these 
areas with both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race 
without fear of losing dogs to vehicular traffic or 
offending other hunters or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has 
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of SR 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadruped exhibitor or breeder licenses; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited 
to guard against public health threats as well as 
wildlife disease threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and 
under provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the 
sale by trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders 
during the open trapping season and by a non-game 
quadruped breeder year round;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations for administering all aspects of fox/ 
coyote hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special 
trapping permits to allow year round coyote trapping 
which are attached and made part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
these emergency regulations and the final rule, including 
but not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

VldMUL AJdlx.
Virginia Van Sickle 
Secretary

irren Pol 
Chairman

October 4, 1990



RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of 
fox hunting was brought to North America with the early 
English settlers and has remained a tradition especially 
in the South; and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 2 0 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing 
of forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters 
have leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these 
areas with both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race 
without fear of losing dogs to vehicular traffic or 
offending other hunters or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has 
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of SR 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadruped exhibitor or breeder licenses; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited 
to guard against public health threats as well as 
wildlife disease threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and 
under provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the 
sale by trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders 
during the open trapping season and by a non-game 
quadruped breeder year round;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of its 
intent to establish a rule for administering all aspects 
of fox/coyote hunting preserves, purchases, sale and 
special trapping permits to allow year round coyote 
trapping. The Notice of Intent attached to and made part 
of this resolution is hereby approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing 
of the Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the filing 
of the Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and 
correspondence to other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle ^Warren Pol ^
Secretary

*%&rren Pol 
Chairman

October 4, 1990
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RECREATIONAL BAG LIMITS FOR SPANISH AND KING MACKEREL

WHEREAS, Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia are managed under the 

federal Fishery Management Plan for the Coastal Migratory Pelagic 

Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, this fishery management plan establishes bag limits and size limits 

for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia taken in the federal 

waters of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, the Gulf and South Atlantic Fishery Management Councils have 

requested that the Gulf States adopt bag limits for Spanish mackerel, 

king mackerel and cobia compatible with those contained in the 

federal fishery management plan, and

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission pursuant to R.S.

49:953(B) and 967(D) of the Administrative Procedures Act and under 

the authority of R.S. 56:325.1, 326.1 and 326.3 is empowered to set 

bag limits and size limits.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

does hereby adopt emergency regulations establishing bag limits and 

size limits for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia which are 

compatible with those contained in the federal fishery management 

plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the Declaration of 

Emergency is attached to and made a part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does 

hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary of the Department of 

Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to take any and all necessary 

steps on behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate these 

emergency regulations and the final rule, including but not limited 

to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the



filing of the Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and 

correspondence to other agencies of government.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the rule establishing 

recreational bag limits for Spanish and king mackerel is attached to and made 

a part of this resolution.

(K- /\lk
Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary



RESOLUTION

THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE LAKES 

1990/91 OYSTER SEASON

Adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
October 5, 1990 Baton Rouge, Louisiana

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:435.1 prescribes that the Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes public 

oyster tonging reefs may open during designated periods in November 

and close during designated periods in March with the additional 

authority to delay closing as a result of health closures, and

WHEREAS, the oyster grounds of Calcasieu Lake have been inventoried by 

Department biologists, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Health and Hospitals, Office of Public Health has 

been monitoring the waters of Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes to insure 

that the areas meet the water quality standards for the harvesting 

of shellfish, now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the public tonging reefs of Calcasieu and Sabine 

Lakes shall open 1/2 hour before sunrise on Monday, November 5, 1990, 

and shall close 1/2 hour after sunset March 30, 1991, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the specific areas to be open within Calcasieu and 

Sabine Lakes will depend upon Health Department determinations that 

these waters are safe for the harvesting of oysters, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Secretary of Wildlife and Fisheries will have 

the authority to close all or part of this area for enforcement 

considerations, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Department Secretary has the authority to delay 

the closing of this season to compensate for health closures, such 

delay not to extend past April 30, 1991.

barren Pol, Chairman 
Louisiana Wildlife & Fisheries Commission

inia
U l U u

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 
Louisiana Dept, of Wildlife & Fisheries



• AGENDA
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 
OCTOBER 4-5, 1990

1 . Roll Call

2. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

APA Changes and Department Procedures - Don Puckett -

^ 8 .  

ytf* K/lO.

a , # " '

Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP) - Hugh Bateman/Tommy Prickett

Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations - James Manning

Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations - James Manning

Emergency Declaration - Establishing the 1990-91 
Trapping Season - James Manning

Proposed Fishery Policy and Standards - Jerry Clark

Emergency Declaration - Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes Oyster 
Season - Ron Dugas

Gill Net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard Condrey
(Invited)

Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results, Update - Joey Shepard

Emergency Declaration - Mackerel/Cobia - Jerry Clark

Permits for Artificial Reef Program/Shell Mitigation - 
Bettsie Baker

^ 7 ^ 5 .

f -M%6.

Bond Sale/Building (Friday Only) - Bettsie Baker

Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance^and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish - Kell Mclnnis

Monthly Law Enforcement Report - Winton vidrine

Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the
Department of Environmental Quality - Virginia Van Sickle

Secretary's Report to the Commission - Virginia Van 
Sickle
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COMMISSION MEETING 
ROLL CALL 

October 4-5, 1990 
Baton Rouge, LA

Thursday Friday

Warren Pol (Chairman) i /

Houston Foret _K_
Don Hines >/• z

Jimmy Jenkins

Bert Jones z

Norman McCall l/ z

Peter Vujnovich (Xbserii

Mr. Chairman:

(Thursday)

There are & Commissioners in attendance and we have a quorum 

Secretary Van Sickle is also present.

(Friday)

There are 6> Commissioners in attendance and we have a quorum

Secretary Van Sickle is also present.



f - $ T |  LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY 
WT&J AGRICULTURAL CENTER

MAILING ADDRESS: Post Office Box 25203
OFFICE OF THE CHANCELLOR Baton Rouge. LA 70894-5203

OFFICE: LSU Agricultural Center Bldg.
504 388-4161 

FAX (504) 388-4143

M E M O R A N D U M
October 4, 1990

FROM: H. Rouse Caffey, Chancellor
LSU Agricultural Center

TO: Ms. Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

SUBJECT: Cooperative Projects and Contracts between the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and
the LSU Agricultural Center.

I was greatly surprised last week when someone advised me that there had been a significant 
change in procedures in the funding of projects from the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to the LSU 
Agricultural Center. I was told that there was an apparent problem between a member of the Department 
of Wildlife and Fisheries and Dr. Ken Roberts of our faculty, and as a result the Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission had changed procedures for approving funding for cooperative projects between your 
organization and the Ag Center by requiring that each project to be approved by the Commission.

I am disturbed by this. The LSU Agricultural Center and the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
have had a very close working relationship over many years. It is appropriate that we cooperate. We are 
involved in the research and conservation of our natural resources. The land that you occupy for your 
building and laboratories on Quail Run was given to you as a long time lease by the LSU Agricultural 
Center. We have both participated in the Cooperative Fisheries and Wildlife units.

I request a meeting with the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to discuss this subject. I think it 
is important that we meet as soon as possible. I will try to adjust my schedule to meet the convenience 
of the Commission. Would you please arrange such a meeting and check with me to make sure that my 
schedule is open or can be adjusted.

C/
H. Rouse Caffey 
Chancellor

HRCrkps
cc: Dr. Bruce Flint

Dr. Denver T. Loupe 
Dr. Ken W. Tipton 
Dr. Ken Koonce 
Dr. Ken Roberts

L O U IS IA N A  A G R IC U L T U R A L  E X P E R IM E N T  S T A T IO N  •  L O U IS IA N A  C O O P E R A T IV E  E X T E N S IO N  S E R V IC E  •  IN T E R N A T IO N A L  P R O G R A M S ,.



RESOLUTION

RECREATIONAL BAG LIMITS FOR SPANISH AND KING MACKEREL

WHEREAS, Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia are managed under the 

federal Fishery Management Plan for the Coastal Migratory Pelagic 

Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, this fishery management plan establishes bag limits and size limits 

for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia taken in the federal 

waters of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, the Gulf and South Atlantic Fishery Management Councils have 

requested that the Gulf States adopt bag limits for Spanish mackerel, 

king mackerel and cobia compatible with those contained in the 

federal fishery management plan, and

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission pursuant to R.S.

49:953(B) and 967(D) of the Administrative Procedures Act and under 

the authority of R.S. 56:325.1, 326.1 and 326.3 is empowered to set 

bag limits and size limits.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

does hereby adopt emergency regulations establishing bag limits and 

size limits for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia which are 

compatible with those contained in the federal fishery management 

plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the Declaration of 

Emergency is attached to and made a part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does 

hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary of the Department of 

Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to take any and all necessary 

steps on behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate these 

emergency regulations and the final rule, including but not limited 

to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the



filing of the Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and 

correspondence to other agencies of government.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the rule establishing 

recreational bag limits for Spanish and king mackerel is attached to and made 

a part of this resolution.

Warren Pol, Chairman

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary



Declaration of Emergency

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(B) and 967(D) 
of the Administrative Procedures Act and under the authority of R.S. 56:325.1, 
326.1 and 326.3, the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby finds that imminent 
peril to the public welfare exists and accordingly adopts the following emergency 
rule:

The minimum legal size for possession of Spanish mackerel (Scqmberomorus 
maculatus) and king mackerel (Scomberomorus cavalla) whether caught within or 
without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 14 inches total length.

The minimum legal size for possession of cobia (Rachvcentron canadum) 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 
37 inches total length.

The recreational bag limit for possession of Spanish mackerel whether 
caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 10 fish 
per person per day.

The recreational bag limit for possession of king mackerel whether caught 
within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 2 fish per person 
per day for private vessels. For charter vessels the recreational bag limit for 
king mackerel whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be either 3 fish per person per day, excluding captain and crew, 
or 2 fish per person per day, including captain and crew, whichever is greater. 
For the purposes of this rule, charter vessels shall be defined as vessels 
permitted by the National Marine Fisheries Service to fish as a charter vessel 
under the Federal Fishery Management Plan for the Coastal Migratory Pelagic 
Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic.

The recreational and commercial bag limit for possession of cobia whether 
caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 2 fish per 
person per day.



NOTICE OF INTENT

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby expresses intent to 
adopt rules and regulations establishing size limits and recreational bag limits 
for king mackerel, Spanish mackerel and cobia.

The proposed size and bag limits are as follows:

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries 

Part VII Fish and Other Aquatic Life

Chapter 3. Saltwater Sport and Commercial Fishing

Section 323 Size Limits Set by Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the 
following rules and regulations establishing size limits:

The minimum legal size for possession of Spanish mackerel (Scomberomorus 
maculatus) and king mackerel (Scomberomorus cavalla) whether caught within or 
without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 14 inches total length.

The minimum legal size for possession of cobia CRachvcentron canadum) whether 
caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 37 inches 
total length.



Section 327. Daily Take and Possession Limits Set by Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the 
following rules and regulations establishing recreational bag limits:

The recreational bag limit for possession of Spanish mackerel (Scomberomorus 
maculatus) whether caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana 
shall be 10 fish per person per day.

The recreational bag limit for possession of king mackerel (Scomberomorus 
cavalla) whether caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana 
shall be 2 fish per person per day for private vessels. For charter vessels the 
recreational bag limit for possession of king mackerel whether caught within or 
without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be either 3 fish per person 
per day, excluding captain and crew, or 2 fish per person per day, including 
captain and crew, whichever is greater. For the purposes of this rule, charter 
vessels shall be defined as vessels permitted by the National Marine Fisheries 
Service to fish as a charter vessel under the Federal Fishery Management Plan 
for the Coastal Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South 
Atlantic.

The recreational and commercial bag limit for possession of cobia 
(Rachvcentron canadum)
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of Louisiana shall be 
2 fish per person per day.

Authority for adoption of this rule is contained in Sections 325.1, 326.1 and 
326.3 of Title 56 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes.

Interested persons may submit comments relative to the proposed rule to:
John Roussel, Marine Fisheries Division, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
Post Office Box 98000, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898-9000.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

Person
Preparing
Statement: John E. Roussel______________  Dept: Wildlife and Fisheries

Phone: ______('504) 765-2383__________  Office: Fisheries_______________

Return Rule Spanish Mackerel. King Mackerel and
Address: Dept, of Wildlife and Fisheries Title: Cobia Bag Limits and Size Limits

Post Office Box 98000__________  ___
Date Rule

Baton Rouge, LA 70898_________  Takes Effect:

SUMMARY
(Use complete sentences)

In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
submitted a fiscal and economic impact statement on the rule proposed for adoption, repeal 
or amendment. The following summary statements, based on the attached worksheets, will be 
published in the Louisiana Register with the proposed agency rule.

I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
(Summary)

There will be no state or local governmental implementation costs.

II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS (Sunnary) 

There will be no effect on revenue collections of state or local governmental units.

III. ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR NON
GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary)

There will be no costs and/or economic benefits to directly affected persons or 
non-governmental groups.

IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary)

There will be no effect on competition and employment.

Signature of Agency Head or Designee LEGISLATIVE FISCAL OFFICER OR DESIGNEE

Typed Name and Title of Agency Head or Designee

Date of Signature Date of Signature

1



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The following information is required in order to assist the Legislative Fiscal Office in 
its review of the fiscal and economic impact statement and to assist the appropriate 
legislative oversight subcommittee in its deliberations on the proposed rule.

A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if proposed for adoption, or 
repeal) or a brief summary of the change in the rule (if proposed for amendment). 
Attach a copy of the notice of intent and a copy of the rule proposed for initial 
adoption or repeal (or, in the case of a rule change, copies of both the current and 
proposed rules with amended portions indicated).

The proposed rule changes the current recreational bag limits for Spanish and king 
mackerel from trip limits to daily limits; established a minimum size limit for king 
mackerel; and establishes both a bag limit and minimum size limit for cobia.

B. Summarize the circumstances which require this action. If the action is required by 
federal regulations, attach a copy of the applicable regulation.

The proposed rule creates consistency with federal regulations for these species. The 
proposed regulations are currently in effect in federal waters off Louisiana (3-200 
miles offshore).

C. Compliance with Act 11 of the 1986 First Extraordinary Session
(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in the expenditure of funds? 

If so, specify amount and source of funding.

There will be no increase in expenditure of funds.

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature specifically appropriated 
the funds necessary for the associated expenditure increase?

(a) __________  Yes. If yes, attach documentation.
(b) __________  No. If no, provide justification as to why this rule change

should be published at this time.

2



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

T A COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED

1. What is the
action?

anticipated increase (decrease) in costs to implement the proposed

COSTS FY 90-91 FY 91-92 FY 92-93

PERSONAL SERVICES 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
OTHER CHARGES 
EQUIPMENT

-0- -0- -0-

TOTAT. -0- -0- -0-

MAJOR REPAIR & CONSTR.

POSITIONS (#) -0- -0- -0-

2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or savings shown in "A.1.", 
including the increase or reduction in workload or additional paperwork (number 
of new forms, additional documentation, etc.) anticipated as a result of the 
implementation of the proposed action. Describe all data, assumptions, and 
methods used in calculating these costs.

There will be no costs or savings and no increase or reduction in workload or 
paperwork as a result of implementation of this rule.

3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed rule or rule change.

SOURCE FY 90-91 FY 91-92__________ FY 92-93

STATE GENERAL FUND
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED
DEDICATED
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify)______

TOTAL - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

4. Does your agency currently have sufficient funds to implement the proposed 
action? If not, how and when do you anticipate obtaining such funds?

B. COST OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED.

1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the proposed action on local 
governmental units , including adjustments in workload and paperwork requirements . 
Describe all data, assumptions and methods used in calculating this impact.

There will be no impact on local governmental units as a result of the proposed 
action.

2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local governmental unit which will be 
affected by these costs or savings.

No local governmental funding sources will be affected.

3



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

II. EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS

A. What increase (decrease) in revenues can be anticipated from the proposed action?

REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE FY 90-91" FY 91-92 FY 92-93

STATE GENERAL FUND 

AGENCY SELF-GENERATED 

RESTRICTED FUNDS*

FEDERAL FUNDS

LOCAL FUNDS___________________________________________________________________________________

TOTAL________________________  -0-____________________^0^________________ 10I_________________

*Specify the particular fund being impacted.

B . Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or decrease in revenues shown 
in "A." Describe all data, assumptions, and methods used in calculating these 
increases or decreases.

There will be no change in revenue as a result of the proposed action.

4



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR NON-GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS

A. What persons or non- governmental groups would be directly affected by the 
proposed action? For each, provide an estimate and a narrative description of 
any effect on costs, including workload adjustments and additional paperwork 
(number of new forms, additional documentation, etc.), they may have to incur 
as a result of the proposed action.

Recreational and commercial fishermen will be directly affected by the proposed 
action, however there will be no effect on costs, no workload adjustments and 
no additional paperwork.

B . Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of any impact on receipts 
and/or income resulting from this rule or rule change to these groups.

There will be no impacts on receipts and/or income as a result of the proposed 
rule.

IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the proposed action on competition and 
employment in the public and private sectors. Include a summary of any data, 
assumptions and methods used in making these estimates.

The proposed action will have no effect on competition and employment in the public 
and private sectors.

5



September 25, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M  

FROM: Sharyn Bateman

RE: APA, Chapter 13 of Title 49 - LA Revised Statutes

The 1990 Legislative Session brought about some changes in the 
Administrative Procedure Act by which the State departments 
promulgate rules. At this time we are reviewing the amended act 
and will be implementing changes into the department's "Handbook 
for Promulgation of Rules Through the APA" (red and blue books). 
Once these changes are made the corrected materials will be 
distributed for replacement in the handbooks. Since this process 
may take a while, there are some changes that have been made that 
you should be aware of.

1) The revised statutes went into effect on July 31. 1990, and 
all notices of intent (NOI) which were published in the August 
State Register will be affected.

2) Minimum time required for full promulgation of a rule from 
the day of first official action which would be submitting 
the FEIS to the Fiscal Office to publication of final rule 
would be approximate 154 davs depending on the month in which 
process is begun. (This used to be ninety (90) days.)

3) Prior to adoption, amendment, or repeal of any rule, the 
agency shall give notice of its intended action with a copy 
of the proposed rule at least ninety (90) davs prior to taking 
action on the rule. This means that 90 davs must elapse from 
date of publication of NOI in the State Register before the 
Commission can approve the final rule. (This used to be fifty 
(50) davs.)



Page 2
September 25, 1990

4) ALL interested persons must be given a reasonable opportunity 
to submit data, views or arguments, orally or in writing. 
In case of substantive rules, opportunity for oral 
presentation or argument must be granted if requested within 
twenty (201 days after publication of the NOI/rule by twenty- 
five persons, by a governmental subdivision or agency, or by 
an association having not less than twenty-five members, or 
by a committee of either house of the legislature to which the 
proposed rule change has been referred. (This used to be ten 
(10) days.)

5) Any public hearings held shall be held no earlier than thirty- 
five (35) days and no later than forty (40) days after the 
publication of Register in which the NOI appears. (This used 
to be no later than eighteen (18) days.)

6) The agency shall consider all written and oral submissions 
pertaining to the NOI/rule and if requested by a an interested 
person shall issue a concise statement of the principal 
reasons for and against it adoption at least five (5) davs 
prior to the legislative oversight subcommittee hearing held 
on the proposed rule. (This used to be "prior to adoption or 
within thirty (30) days11.)

7) The Legislative Oversight Committee can meet no earlier than 
sixty (60) days and not later than seventy-five (75) davs 
after publication of the NOI/rule or fee in the Register. 
(This used to be not later than forty (40) days.)

Attached you will find a copy of the Deadline Calendar, which 
has been reworked to be used for informational purposes.

The Fur and Refuge Division, Game Division, Office of 
Fisheries, both Freshwater and Marine have rules that they are now 
in the process of promulgating. The date of ratification and 
finalization as a rule has changed so we will need to get together 
on this if we have not already. Should you have any questions 
please let us know. Thanks.

sb

C: Virginia Van Sickle 
Don Puckett
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BOTICB OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries 

Part V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1: Wild Quadrupeds

Section 111: Rules and regulations for participation in the Deer Management
Assistance Program

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of its intent 

to promulgate rules governing participation in the voluntary Deer Management 

Assistance Program. Said rule is attached to and made a part of this notice of 

intent.

Public hearings concerning the proposed rule will be held at regular 

Commission Meetings in November and December. Additionally, Interested persons 

may submit written comments relative to the proposed rule until 4:30 pm, November 

30, 1990 to Clyde Vienne, DMAP Coordinator, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 

Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries,

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR : ( )•

Warren Pol
Chairman



Rule

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

Title 76

Wildlife and Fisheries 

Part V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1: Wild Quadrupeds

Section: 111 Rules and Regulations for Participation in the
Deer Management Assistance Program

The following rules and regulations shall govern the Deer Management 
Assistance Program:

Application Procedure

1. Application for enrollment In Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP) must be submitted to the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries annually by September 1.

2. Each application must be -accompanied by a legal description of lands 
to be enrolled and a map of the property. The applicant must have 
under lease or otherwise control a minimum of 500 acres of 
contiguous deer habitat of which up to 250 acres may be agricultural 
lands, provided the remainder is in forest and/or marsh. This 
information will remain on file in the appropriate district office.

3. Each cooperator will be assessed a $25.00 enrollment fee and 
$.05/acre for participation in the program.

4. An agreement must be completed and signed by the official 
representative of the cooperator and submitted to the appropriate 
district game supervisor for his approval. This agreement must be 
completed and signed annually.

5. Boundaries of lands enrolled in DMAP shall be clearly marked and 
identifiable; however, legal posting is not required.

6. By enrolling in the DMAP, cooperators agree to allow Department
personnel access to their lands for management surveys,
investigation of violations and other inspections deemed 
appropriate.



Tags

1. A fixed number of special tags will be provided by the Department to 
each cooperator in DMA? to affix to deer taken as authorized by the 
program. These tags shall be used only on DMA? lands for which the 
tags were issued.

2. All antlerless deer taken shall be tagged, including those taken 
during archery season and on either-sex days of gun season.

3. Immediately upon kill, a tag shall be attached through the ear or 
hock in such a manner that it cannot be removed before the deer is 
transported from the site of the kill.

4. All unused tags shall be returned by February 15 to the district 
office which issued the tags.

Records

1. Cooperators are responsible for keeping accurate records on forms 
provided by the Department for all deer harvested on lands enrolled 
in the program. Mandatory information includes tag number, sex of 
deer and name of person taking the deer. Additional information may 
be requested depending on management goals of the cooperator.

2. Information on deer harvested shall be submitted by February 15 to 
the district game supervisor handling the particular cooperator.

Failure of the cooperator to follow these rules and regulations will result 
in immediate cancellation of the program on those lands involved. Cancellation 
of the program will be for a minimum of one (1) hunting season immediately 
following the infraction. Failure to follow harvest recommendations may result 
in the cooperator being dropped from the program.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and
the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
LR : ( )

Warren Pol
Chairman



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

Person
Preparing
Statement: Dave Morrison Dept: Wildlife and Fisheries

Phone: 765-2347 Office: Wildlife

Return
Address: Box 98000

Baton Rouae 
LA 70898-9000

Rule
Title: RS: 56 115

Date Rule
Takes Effect: January 1. 1991

SUMMARY
(Use complete sentences)

In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised 
Statutes, there is hereby submitted a fiscal and economic impact 
statement on the rule proposed for adoption, repeal or amendment. 
The following summary statements, based on the attached worksheets, 
will be published in the Louisiana Register with the proposed 
agency rule.

I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTAL UNITS (Summary)

The estimated implementation cost to state government is 
$141,175.00.

II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTAL UNITS (Summary)

There will be no effect on revenue collections of state on 
local government.

III. ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED 
PERSONS OR NON-GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary)

Deer Management Assistance Program Clubs are required to pay 
a $25.00 administrative fee .05/acre for lands enrolled in the 
program.

IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary)

There is no way to estimate the effect on competition and 
employment.

7 Signature of Agency Head LEGISLATIVE FISCAL OFFICER
or Designee OR DESIGNEE

Bettsie Baker. Undersecretary__________________
Type Name and Title of Agency Head or Designee

/

Date of Signature Date of Signature



The following information is required in order to assist the 
Legislative fiscal Office in its review of the fiscal and economic 
impact statement and to assist the appropriate Legislative 
oversight subcommittee in its deliberations on the proposed rule.

FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if 
proposed for adoption, or repeal) or a brief summary of the 
change in the rule (if proposed for amendment). Attach a copy 
of the notice of intent and a copy of the rule proposed for 
initial adoption or repeal (or, in the case of rule change, 
copies of both the current and proposed rules with amended 
portions indicated).

The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
developed rules and regulations relative to the management of 
DMAP clubs.

B. Summarize the circumstances which require this action. If the 
action is required by federal regulations, attach a copy
of the applicable regulation.

The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
established the Deer Management Assistance Program to assist 
landowners with the management of deer herds on their lands.

C. Compliance with Act II of the 1986 first Extraordinary Session

(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in 
the expenditure of funds? If so, specify amount and 
source of funding.

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature 
specifically appropriated the funds necessary 
for the associated expenditure increase?

(a) ________  Yes. If yes, attach documentation.
(b) ________  No. If no, provide justification as to

why this rule change should be 
published at this time.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
WORKSHEET

I. A. COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE 
ACTION PROPOSED

1. What is the anticipated increase (decrease) in costs 
to implement the proposed action?
There will be an increase of $141,175.00 increase in 
costs.

COSTS FY 90-91 FY 91-92 FY 92-93
PERSONAL SERVICES 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
OTHER CHARGES 
EQUIPMENT

$141,175.00

TOTAL $141,175.00

MAJOR REPAIR & CONSTR.

p o s i t i o n s m

2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or 
savings shown in "A.l", including the increase or 
reduction in workload or additional paperwork 
(number of new forms, additional documentation, 
etc.) anticipated as a result of the implementation 
of the proposed action. Describe all data, 
assumptions, and methods used in calculating 
these costs.
(Attached)

3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed 
rule or rule change.

25% State Funding 75% P-R Federal Funding

SOURCE FY 90-91 FY 91-92 FY 92-93
STATE GENERAL FUND 
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED 
DEDICATED

$97,919.00 $95,960.00 $93,200.00

FEDERAL FUNDS 
OTHER fSoecifv)

$43,256.00 $42,356.00 $40,150.00

TOTAL 5141.175.00 5138.316.00 5133.350.00

4. Does your agency currently have sufficient funds to 
implement the proposed action? If not, how and when 
do you anticipate obtaining such funds?

The Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has 
sufficient funds to implement this action.

B. COST OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS
RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED.

1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the 
proposed action on local governmental units, 
including adjustments in workload land paperwork 
requirements. Describe all data, assumptions and 
methods used in calculating this impact.

There will be no impact on local government units.

2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local 
governmental unit which will be affected by these 
costs or savings.
Since there is no impact on local government units, 
no source of funding is necessary.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

II. EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL 
UNITS

A. What increase (decrease) in revenues can be 
anticipated from the proposed action?
There will be no impact on revenue collected for 
state and local government.

REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE FY 90-91 FY 91-92 FY 92-93

STATE GENERAL FUND 

AGENCY SELF-GENERATED 0 0 0

RESTRICTED* 

FEDERAL FUNDS 

LOCAL FUNDS
TOTAL
♦Specify the particular fund being impacted.

B. Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or 
decrease in revenues shown in "A". Describe all 
data, assumptions, and methods used in calculating 
these increases or decreases.

N/A



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR 
NONGOVERNMENTAL GROUPS

A. What persons or non-governmental groups would be directly 
affected by the proposed action? for each, provide an 
estimate and a narrative description of any effect on 
costs, including workload adjustments and additional 
paperwork (number of new forms, additional documentation, 
etc.) • they may have to incur as a result of the proposed 
action.

Deer Management Assistance Program Clubs are required to 
pay a $25.00 adminsitrative fee . 05/acre for lands 
enrolled in the program.

B. Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of 
any impact on receipts and/or income resulting from this 
rule or rule change to these groups.

N/A

IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the 
proposed action on competition and employment in the 
public and private sectors. Include a summary of any 
data, assumptions and methods used in making these 
estimates.

There is no way to estimate the effect on competition and 
employment.



GAME DIVISION'S OPERATIONAL COST FOR 
DEER MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

1987-88 Assume:

Total Enrollment: 833 clubs Biologist man day = 125.00/day 
Tags Issued: 15,390-18.5 tags/club Specialist man day= 100.00/day 
Misc. costs-postage, Secretary man day=75.00/day

copies, telephone calls: 5000.00
Cost of tags: $1650.00

Biologist Specialist Secretary
District # Clubs Man davs Man Davs Man Davs

1 304 180 0 40
2 113 210 46 5
3 27 50 0 5
4 80 105 4 10
5 51 48 0 5
6 83 71 5 7
7 124 200 0 25
8 51 35 0 0

Study Leader — — — — —

833 974 55 97
Personnel Expense: Biologist 974 e 125.00 $121,750.00

Specialist 55 e 100.00 $5,500.00
Secretary 97 e 75.00 $7,275.00

TOTAL $134.525.00

Total Operational Costs:
Personnel
Misc. Cost (postage, copies 

telephone, etc.)
Purchase of tags

TOTAL

$134,525.00

$5,000.00
$1.650.00

$141.175.00

Total revenue generated through Fees
Enrollment fee 
Acreage Fee

$20,825.00
$62.675.00

$83.500.00TOTAL $ GENERATED



WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

THEREFORE

October 4

EMERGENCY RESOLUTION 

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

1990-91 FURBBARER TRAPPING SEASON

The fur industry of Louisiana presents a major potential 
resource of economy and income for many of the citizens 
of our state; and

This resource is a renewable natural one, which has 
proven under wise management to increase the importance 
in our state; and

An annual harvest of the surplus animals is in keeping 
with recognized wildlife management techniques based on 
scientific management; and

Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific 
Authority concerning out-of-state shipment of otter and 
bobcat pelts will require placement of a possession tag 
by trappers, buyers, or dealers to insure state of 
origin; and

The zonation concept has continued to be beneficial in 
reducing late caught unprime furs and has produced mainly 
favorable comments generated within the fur industry;

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations to establish the 1990-91 Furbearer Trapping 
Season within the State of Louisiana which are attached 
and made part of this resolution.

Virginia Van Sickle 
Secretary

1990

Warren Pol 
Chairman



DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

ESTABLISHMENT OF 1990-91 FURBBARER TRAPPING SEASON

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953 (b) , 
the Administrative Procedures Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to use emergency procedures to 
set the furbearer trapping season, and R.S. 56:260, the 1990-91 
furbearer trapping season is hereby established in accordance with 
the following regulations.

The Department of Wildlife and Fisheries does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the south zone as being 
December 1, 1990 through February 28, 1991. In an attempt to 
provide more opportunity for trapping of bobcat and fox after deer 
hunting seasons are closed, the Department does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the north zone as 
November 20, 1990 through March 15, 1991, with trapping techniques 
restricted to the use of Soft-Catch traps, padded jaw traps, or 
their equivalent. The Department Secretary shall be authorized to 
close or extend the trapping season in any portion of the state as 
biologically justifiable.

Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific Authority 
for otter and bobcat furs continue to require placement of an 
export tag prior to out-of-state shipment.

Warren Pol 
Chairman



FISHERY POLICY. STANDARDS AND DEFINITIONS

Findings. Purposes, and Policy 

A. Findings

1. The State of Louisiana recognizes that its saltwater finfish 

resources are of great value and are renewable. These saltwater 

finfish resources make many contributions to the state, including, 

but not limited to: the food supply, economy and health of the state 

and recreational opportunities. With proper regulation of the 

harvest by fishermen, coupled with protection and enhancement of 

their marine and estuarine habitat, Louisiana's saltwater finfish 

resources should be available to provide these benefits to the state 

indefinitely.

2. As a consequence of increased fishing pressure and/or other factors 

and because of the inadequacy of fishery conservation and management 

practices, certain stocks of fish may have been or will become 

overfished.

3. The future productivity of marine finfish resources may be seriously 

jeopardized as a consequence of the continued loss of*Louisiana 

coastal wetlands, or because of human actions affecting the 

functionality of the coastal wetlands as marine finfish estuary and 

habitat.

4. Commercial and recreational fishing constitutes a major source of 

employment and contribute significantly to the economy of the state. 

Many coastal areas are dependent upon such fishing and related 

activities and their economies have been damaged by pollution, 

habitat degradation, and/or overfishing.



5. Saltwater finfish resources are finite but renewable. If timely 

placed under sound management, the fisheries can be conserved and 

maintained so as to provide optimum yields on a continuing basis.

6. A state program for the conservation and management of the saltwater 

finfish resources of Louisiana is necessary to prevent overfishing, 

to rebuild reduced stocks, to insure conservation, and to realize 

their full potential.

7. The safe development or improvement of fisheries that are not fully 

or properly utilized by the Louisiana commercial and recreational 

fishermen and fishing industries, should help to assure that our 

citizens benefit from the employment, food supply, recreation, and 

social and economic benefit that could be maintained or generated 

thereby, if pursued in such a fashion that is socially, 

scientifically, economically, anthropologically and biologically 

sound for the state, the species and any related species.

8. A strong state program is necessary to advocate the importance of 

the functionality of Louisiana's coastal wetlands as estuary and 

habitat for marine fisheries resources, the social and economic value 

of these resources to the state and the nation, and the need to 

actively seek to avoid any net loss of this functionality.

Purposes It is therefore declared to be the purposes of this policy to

encourage the Department:

1. To take timely action to conserve and manage saltwater finfish 

species.

2. To promote the use of sound conservation and management principles 

in the regulation of commercial and recreational fishing.



3. To actively advocate, on behalf of the marine finfish constituency, 

improvement of or no net loss of the functionality of the marine 

fisheries' habitat and estuary.

4. To provide for the preparation and implementation of fishery 

management plans, in accordance with this policy that will achieve 

and maintain, on a continuing basis, the optimum yield from each 

fishery.

5. To recognize that saltwater finfish populations are subject to both 

natural and man-induced increases and decreases, and that changes 

in harvest levels may need to be recommended. If changes are 

required, these increases and decreases shall be distributed amongst 

all fishermen in a fair and equitable manner that considers among 

other factors historical usage, ensuring that no historical user 

groups will be excluded, and to the extent practicable ensures the 

survival and enhancement of commercial and recreational fisheries 

of the state.

Policy It is further declared that the policy of the Department should

be:

Stewardship of the state's saltwater finfish resources shall have 

as its utmost concern the continued health of the resource and its 

environs, shall provide for optimum sustainable benefits to the state, 

shall be responsive to the needs of interested and affected citizens, shall 

ensure the proper and fair utilization of these resources for the citizens 

of the state in present and future generations, shall preserve the state's 

exclusive right to manage the fisheries within or beyond its jurisdiction,

and be based on the best scientific information available.



FISHERY STANDARDS

1. Conservation and management measures shall prevent overfishing while 

achieving, on a continuing basis, the optimum yield while maintaining 

healthy, not depleted stocks. In fact, every effort will be made, at all 

times to prevent harvest from exceeding "the safe upper limit of harvest 

which can be taken consistently year after year without diminishing the 

stocks so that the stock is truly inexhaustible and perpetually renewable" 

(H.R. Rep. No. 445, 94th Cong., 1st Sers. 48 [1975]).

2. Conservation and management measures shall be based upon the best 

scientific, economic, biological, anthropoligical, and sociological 

information available.

3. To the extent practicable, an individual stock or unit of fish should be 

managed as a unit throughout its range within the state's jurisdictional 

authority and interrelated stocks of fish and other marine resources should 

be managed in close coordination.

4. If it becomes necessary to allocate or assign fishing privileges among 

various fishermen, such allocations to the extent practicable shall be:

a) fair and equitable to all such fishermen,

b) reasonably calculated to promote conservation,

c) carried out in such a manner that no particular individual, 

corporation, or other legal entity acquires an excessive share 

of such privileges, and

d) in the best interest of all citizens of the state.

5. Conservation and management measures shall take into account and allow for 

variations in fishery resources and contingencies affecting fishing effort.



6. Conservation and management measures shall, where practicable, minimize 

costs and avoid unnecessary duplication.

DEFINITIONS

1. ) The term "optimum" means the best or most favorable return to the state

in terms of employment, food supply, recreation, non-consumptive benefits, 

and revenue that can be generated by or result from the proper use of the 

marine finfish resources.

2. ) "Overfishing" means fishing at a rate that will lead to an overfished

stock, or fishing an overfished stock at a rate that is in excess of a plan 

to rebuild the stock.

3. ) "Overfished" means a stock of insufficient size or characteristics that

prevents fishing at optimum yield on a continuing basis.

4. ) "Practicable" means capable of being done or executed in a sensible,

worthwhile, and economically feasible manner.

5. ) "Stock" and "unit of fish" mean an individual species, and "interrelated

stocks" means a group of species that for whatever reason, tend to be 

harvested simultaneous by a single gear type.

6. ) "Fisherman" means anyone who fishes or attempts to fish within or under

the jurisdiction or control of the laws or regulations of Louisiana.



MARINE FINFISH PANEL

FISHERY POLICY AND STANDARDS 

Adopted September 27, 1989

Findings. Purposes, and Policy

A. Findings The Marine Finfish Panel finds and declares the following:

1. The State of Louisiana recognizes that its saltwater finfish 
resources are of great value, are renewable and with proper 
regulation of the harvest by fishermen, coupled with protection and 
enhancement of their marine and estuarine habitat, should be 
available to provide optimum benefits to the state indefinitely. 
These saltwater finfish resources contribute to the food supply, 
economy and health of the state and provide recreational oppor
tunities.

2. As a consequence of increased fishing pressure and/or other factors 
and because of the inadequacy of fishery conservation and management 
practices and controls (A) certain stocks of such fish may have been 
overfished, and (B) other such stocks may be or become stressed.

3. The future productivity of marine finfish resources may be seriously 
jeopardized as a consequence ,of the continued loss of Louisiana 
coastal wetlands, or because of human actions affecting the 
functionality of the coastal wetlands as marine finfish estuary and 
habitat.

4. Commercial and recreational fishing constitutes a major source of 
employment and contributes significantly to the economy of the state. 
Many coastal areas are dependent upon such fishing and related 
activities and their economies may have been badly damaged by 
pollution, the degradation of habitat or estuary, and/or overfishing 
of saltwater finfish resources at an ever-increasing rate over the 
past decade.

5. Saltwater finfish resources are finite but renewable. If timely 
placed under sound management, the fisheries can be conserved and 
maintained so as to provide optimum yields on a continuing basis.

6. A state program for the conservation and management of the saltwater 
finfish resources of Louisiana is necessary.to prevent overfishing, 
to rebuild reduced stocks, to insure conservation, and to realize

. their full potential.

7. A state program for the safe development or improvement of fisheries 
which are not fully or properly utilized by the Louisiana commercial 
and recreational fishermen and fishing industries, should help to 
assure that our citizens benefit from the employment, food supply,
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recreation, and social and economic benefit which could be maintained 
or generated thereby, if pursued in such a fashion that is socially, 
scientifically, and biologically sound for the state, the species 
and any related species, and does not adversely affect historical 
users of that or related species.

8. A strong state program is necessary to advocate the importance of 
the functionality of Louisiana's coastal wetlands as estuary and 
habitat for marine fisheries resources, the social and economic value 
of these resources to the state and the nation, and the need to 
actively seek to avoid any net loss of this functionality.

B. Purposes It is therefore declared to be the purposes of this policy:

1. To take timely action to conserve and manage saltwater finfish 
species.

2. To promote the use of sound conservation and management principles 
in the regulation of commercial and recreational fishing.

3. To actively advocate, on behalf of the marine finfish constituency, 
improvement of or no net loss of the functionality of the marine 
fisheries' habitat and estuary.

4. To provide for the preparation and implementation of fishery 
management programs, in accordance with fishery standards adopted 
by Louisiana, which will achieve and maintain, on a continuing basis, 
the optimum yield from each fishery.

5. Recognizing that saltwater finfish populations are subject to both 
natural and man-induced increases and decreases, changes in harvest 
levels may be recommended. These increases and decreases shall be 
distributed amongst all fishermen in a fair and equitable manner that 
considers among other factors historical usage, ensuring that no 
historical user groups will be excluded.

C. Policy It is further declared that the policy of the state should 
be:

Stewardship of the state's saltwater finfish resources shall have 
as its utmost concern the continued health of the resource and its 
environs, shall provide for optimum sustained benefits to the state, shall 
be responsive to the needs of interested and affected citizens, shall 
ensure the proper and fair utilization of these resources for the citizens 
of the state in present and future generations, shall preserve the state's 
exclusive right to manage the fisheries within or beyond its jurisdiction, 
and be based on the best scientific information available.
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FISHERY STANDARDS

Adopted September 27, 1989

1. Conservation and management measures shall prevent overfishing in excess 
of maximum sustainable yield (MSY) while achieving, on a continuing basis, 
the optimum yield from each fishery for Louisiana's fishermen and fishing 
industries.

2. Conservation and management measures shall be based upon the best 
scientific, economic, biological, and sociological information available.

3. To the extent practicable, an individual stock or unit of fish should be 
managed as a unit throughout its range within the state's jurisdictional 
authority and interrelated stocks of fish and other marine resources should 
be managed in close coordination.

4. If it becomes necessary to allocate or assign fishing privileges among 
various fishermen, such allocations shall be:

a) fair and equitable to all such fishermen,
b) reasonably calculated to promote conservation, and
c) carried out in such a manner that no particular individual, 

corporation, or other legal entity acquires an excessive share 
of such privileges.

5. Conservation and management measures shall take into account and allow for 
variations among, and contingencies in, fisheries resources and catches.

Conservation and management measures shall, where practicable, minimize 
costs and avoid unnecessary duplication.

6.



DEFINITIONS

Adopted September 27, 1989

The term 11 optimum11 with respect to benefits means the best or most favorable 

return to the state in terms of employment, food supply, recreation, and revenue 

which can be generated by or result from the proper use of the marine finfish 

resources.

The term "optimum" with respect to the yield from a fishery means the amount of 

fish:

1. ) which will provide the greatest overall benefit to the state with

particular reference to food production and recreational 

opportunities; and

2. ) which is prescribed as such on the basis of maximum sustainable yield

from such fishery, as modified by any relevant economic, social, or 

ecological factor.

"Practicable" means capable of being done or executed in a sensible, worthwhile, 

and economically feasible manner.

"Fisherman" means anyone who fishes or attempts to fish within or under the 

jurisdiction or control of the laws or regulations of Louisiana.



SURVEY SUMMARY
POX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES

Information on 28 fox/coyote pens (Number sampled)

LOCATION:
Washington Parish 
East Carrol Parish 
Livingston Parish 
St. Tammany Parish 
Tangipahoa Parish 
Winn Parish
Jackson Parish 
DeSoto Parish

4
1
2
1
3
2
2
2

Sabine Parish 
Ouachita Parish 
Union Parish 
Natchitoches Parish 
Avoyelles Parish 
Richland Parish 
Lincoln Parish

2
3
2
1
1
1
1

Pen Size in acres Ranges from 10 - 1050 Average = 264 acres 
7383 total acres under fence.

Cover Vegetation - A minimum of 50% timbered with 11% reporting 
100% timber.

Enclosure Construction (Pen Wire) - Standard is 2 x 4" welded wire 
6' tall.

2 used chain link fence 
14 used buried wire - 14 not buried 
13 used wire angled at top - 15 no angle at top 
23 used hot wire top and bottom 
1 used no hot wires
Pens with only 1 hot wire, usually on bottom

Feeding - actual feeding ranged from 2 times per week to daily. 
Most pens had food available constantly in automatic feeders 
(usually commercial dog food). Supplemental feedings consisted of 
meat scraps and chickens.

Water - All pens maintain constant water (creeks, ponds or manmade 
pits)

Escape Areas - Some pens have feeders designed to allow only fox 
to get in. Some pens used buried pipes and culverts. Most pens 
maintain thickets and/or leaning trees. Fox and coyotes in some 
pens have made their own dens.

Stocking - Most pens were initially stocked with red and gray fox, 
now many pens have now gone to or added coyotes.



Survey Summary
Page -2-

approximately - 238 Red Fox
120 Grey Fox
350 Coyotes
10 Silver Fox

Total = 718 animals

Average 1 animal/10.3 acres

Source of stock - 23 owners said they buy from Louisiana trappers, 
4 trap themselves, several indicate they have purchased animals 
from out-of-state.

Red Fox - Mississippi, Wyoming, Indiana, Ohio, 
North Dakota, Kentucky 

Grey Fox - Mississippi, Ohio 
Coyotes - Mississippi, Wyoming, East Texas

Medical Treatment - Only 4 pens gave no medical treatment to 
animals before being released. Most that treated, gave either 
Ivomec 7 in 1, rabies, or a combination shot. Some dipped or gave 
antibiotic shots.

Number of Number
Escapes Caught bv doers Others

Estimated
Loss/yr. (all pens) 173 150 10

Sixteen pen owners said stock could be replaced during trapping 
season (Usually smaller private pens).

Nine pen owners said stock could not be replaced with trapping 
season alone.

Average Prices for Stock: Coyote (Range $40 - $60)
Grey Fox (Range $25 - $40)
Red Fox (Range $40 - $100)

Twenty-one of the pens surveyed are open to the public, seven are 
private.

Thirteen pens reported holding some type of field trial, six pens 
are for puppies only (training facility).



Survey Summary
Page -3-

Pen Utilization - Times/per week pen is used (Range 2-6 times per
week) Average - 4 times per week

Density of Dogs in Enclosure - Rate of dogs/acre
Average Night - Maximum Ranges from 1 per 4 acres to 1 per 35 acres 
Field Trial Nights - Ranges from 1 per 2.4 acres to 1 per 10 acres 
Puppy Pens - Ranges from 1 per 1.7 acres .to 1 per 7 acres

Hunting Fees

Running dog Range from $2 - $5 per night
Non Running/Puppy Range from $0 - $3 per night

Some puppy pens charge by week or month to train.
Some pens require a minimum number of dogs to open.



Echinococcus ■ultllocularia: General Infomation and Public Health Aspects

Recently, Echinococcus multilocularIs was Identified in 3 of 44 red foxes 
Illegally imported into South Carolina. The animals were a small group 
typical of many Interstate shipments being made for the purpose of stocking 
fox-chasing enclosures. The importation of canids Infected with this tapeworm 
represents a potentially serious public health threat to the state of South 
Carolina and other areas of the Southeast where fox relocation is occurring. 
Every effort should be made to prevent this parasite from becoming established 
In this region. The following Information Is presented to educate the public 
that release of such animals Into the Southeast Is hazardous and should not be 
permitted.

General Information
Echinococcus multilocularis Is a very small (less than 1/8 Inch) tapeworm 

which matures In the Intestinal tract of Arctic foxes, red foxes, coyotes, 
wolves, and related carnivorous animals. These animals can carry reproductlvely. 
active tapeworms and are known as definitive hosts. The definitive hosts 
become infected with the tapeworm by ingesting small rodents which contain the 
larval stage of the tapeworm. Rodents such as voles, lemmings, shrews, and 
mice are termed intermediate hosts because the larval tapeworms develop in 
their tissues. A sylvatic cycle between predator (definitive hosts) and prey 
(intermediate hosts) is the normal way In which E. multilocularis is maintained 
in the environment. Domestic dogs and cats also are susceptible to Infection 
with the tapeworm when they consume infected rodent intermediate hosts. Thus, 
an urban cycle involving domestic animals can become established. Humans and 
many other animals also are susceptible to infection with the larval stage of 
the tapeworm when the eggs are accidentally ingested.

Life Cycle
The tapeworm 1s dependent on a predator-prey relationship to complete its 

life cycle. Mature E. multilocularis shed their eggs in the small intestine 
of the definitive host which Is usually a fox. These microscopic eggs are 
passed in the feces, and intermediate hosts, most often microtine rodents, 
become infected by Ingesting the eggs. Ground beetles feeding on feces of 
infected definitive hosts may Ingest the tapeworm eggs and serve as transport 
hosts. In this situation, the rodents become infected by eating beetles which
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retain tapeworm eggs in their digestive tract or on the external surface of 
the body.

Once ingested by the Intermediate host, eggs hatch 1n Its intestine, and 
the larvae normally migrate to the liver for further development. The larvae 
grow by outward budding, similar to the growth of a malignant tumor. A single 
cyst will thus proliferate and lead to the development of multiple small 
cysts. Each cyst contains many larval tapeworm heads called scollces. This 
multi-chambered cyst condition Is reflected by the species name multllocularis 
The tapeworm larvae Inside an Intermediate host become Infective to the 
definitive host about 60 days after the rodent Ingests tapeworm eggs. The 
large cysts that develop In the abdominal cavity may Impair the health of 
intermediate hosts and may possibly make them more prone to predation.

When an intermediate host Is eaten by a definitive host (canids and 
felids), the larval forms attach to the wall of the small intestine and 
mature. The definitive host sheds Infective eggs In Its feces about 33 days 
after ingesting an intermediate host containing the larval stage of the 
tapeworm. The adult tapeworm is usually not Injurious to the definitive 
hosts.

Distribution
In North America, E. multllocularis is enzootic (continually present in 

animal communities) in the northern tundra zone of Canada and Alaska. In 
1964, the tapeworm was discovered in several of the north central plains 
states in the continental United States (Iowa, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming). Although suitable definitive and 
intermediate hosts are present in the Southeast, the parasite is not known to 
occur naturally in this region. Echinococcus multllocularis is widely 
distributed and enzootic in Central Europe, India, the Soviet Union, and the 
northern islands of Japan.

Public Health Importance
Humans are susceptible to infection with the larval stages of the 

tapeworm when eggs are accidentally ingested. The liver is the most common 
site of of larval growth, and in humans, the infection is termed alveolar 
hydatid disease (AMD). Development of AMD in man is slow, invasive, 
progressive, and insidious. In a review of cases in Alaska, it was estimated
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that it took an average of 30 years for the infection to become manifest in 
man. By the time the AMD lesion Is discovered, it usually is too large and 
invasive to be surgically removed. Many cases are diagnosed at autopsy. The 
case fatality rate (number of deaths per number of infected individuals) has 
been high (50-75%), and the prognosis usually is grave. Although progress in 
diagnosis and treatment is being made, at present many cases go unrecognized 
and treatment is not entirely successful.

Individuals who are in close association with infected definitive hosts 
are at risk of becoming infected. Most reported cases in the United States 
have occurred in Alaskan Eskimos. In these cases, there was a close association 
between the infected individual and sled dogs which had eaten wild rodents. 
Hunters and trappers of foxes, coyotes, and wolves in enzootic areas also may 
be at risk.

Prevention and Control
Personal cleanliness on the part of the individual handling potentially 

inffected definitive hosts will help to minimize chances of accidental 
ingestion of infective eggs. Special care should be exercised when skinning 
these animals. Feces may be present on the fur, and every precaution should 
be taken to prevent contamination of food, water, and utensils with fecal 
material. Disposable rubber gloves should be worn when handling potentially 
infected animals. Thorough handwashing and cleaning of utensils with warm, 
soapy water should follow any potential exposure. Children often are not 
fastidious in their cleanliness and should not be present during the handling 
of potentially infected definitive hosts or allowed access to their 
surroundings.

Regular periodic deworming of dogs and cats will help to break the life 
cycle of the tapeworm and prevent the establishment of an urban cycle. 
Praziquantel is a drug that has been shown to be highly effective against 
immature and adult E. multilocularis in dogs and cats. Dogs and cats should 
be prevented from eating the viscera of infected intermediate hosts in enzootic 
areas.

Potentially infected definitive or intermediate hosts should not be 
imported from enzootic areas into regions where the parasite does not occur. 
Although effective treatment exists for dogs and cats, suitable experimental 
studies have not been conducted with foxes, and there is no assurance that all 
tapeworms would be removed by attempts to deworm these wild definitive hosts.
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September 17, 1990

Mr. Osborn E. Baker 
Division of Wildlife and Freshwater 

Fisheries
South Carolina Wildlife and Marine 

Resources Department 
Post Office Box 167 
Columbia, South Carolina 29202
Dear Buddy:

The resolution encouraging states to develop regulations to prohibit 
interstate movement of foxes and coyotes was passed by the International 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (IAFWA) (enc.). Their resolution is 
much more hard-line than the one you submitted to the IAFWA Fish and Wildlife 
Health Committee, but this was the decision of the IAFWA Resolutions Committee. 
Still, I think the IAFWA resolution should give your Department some support 
in developing stricter regulations. Please forward this item to your counter
parts in other southeastern states.

Best regards,
Sincerely yours,

Victor F. Nettles, D.V.M., Ph.D. 
Director

VFN:dw
Enclosure
CC: IAFWA Fish and Wildlife Health Committee

A N  E Q U A L  O P P O R T U N IT Y  A F F IR M A T IV E  A C T IO N  IN S T IT U T IO N
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Resolution on Regulation of Interstate Movement 

of Foxes and Coyotes for Hound Coursing Pens

WHEREAS, there are potentially serious disease risks to native wildlife, 

domestic livestock, and human health associated with the importation of wild 

canids used for stocking in foxhound coursing pens; and

WHEREAS, importation of coyotes has resulted in the establishment of 

unwanted populations in many locations; and

WHEREAS, coyotes often negatively impact red fox populations and in certain 

situations are associated with agricultural depredation problems;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the International Association of Fish 

and Wildlife Agencies urges the adoption of state-by-state regulations 

prohibiting the importation or interstate movement of foxes or coyotes for the 

purpose of stocking coursing pens or for release and pursuit by hounds outside 

of coursing pens.



EMERGENCY RESOLUTION

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of 
fox hunting was brought to North America with the early 
English settlers and has remained a tradition especially 
in the South; and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing 
of forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters 
have leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these 
areas with both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race 
without fear of losing dogs to vehicular traffic or 
offending other hunters or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has 
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of SR 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadruped exhibitor or breeder licenses; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited 
to guard against public health threats as well as 
wildlife disease threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and 
under provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the 
sale by trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders 
during the open trapping season and by a non-game 
quadruped breeder year round;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations for administering all aspects of fox/ 
coyote hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special 
trapping permits to allow year round coyote trapping 
which are attached and made part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
these emergency regulations and the final rule, including 
but not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle 
Secretary

Warren Pol 
Chairman

October 4, 1990



DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF LIVE FOXES AND 
COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING REGULATIONS

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b), the 
Administrative Procedures Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to use emergency procedures to 
establish regulations, and R.S. 56:262.1, the Secretary of the 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries hereby finds that an imminent 
peril to the public welfare exists and accordingly adopts the 
following regulations:

A. PURPOSE

These regulations are to govern the purchasing, selling and 
holding in captivity of live foxes and coyotes for chasing with 
hounds, These emergency regulations will prohibit the importation 
and exportation of any species of foxes or coyotes to or from 
Louisiana in an effort to prevent possible disease and parasite 
contamination of native wild canids. Humans are subject to 
infection with the liver being the most common site of larval 
growth. The infection is termed alveolar hydatid disease (AHD). 
The number of deaths per number of infected individuals has been 
50-75%. These regulations are also enacted to allow the sport of 
fox/coyote hunting with dogs within enclosed areas. The 
regulations provide general rules including licensing, permits, 
fees, live trapping, sale and purchase of animals, holding cage 
requirements, enclosure requirements, acclimation requirements and 
report requirements.

B. DEFINITIONS

1. Acclimation Pen - an area which is built within or 
adjacent to fox/coyote hunting preserves which will 
contain game and exclude hounds and which will allow 
game to become acclimated to an enclosed environment.

2. Bill of Sale - receipt showing the amount of game 
purchased, the date of purchase, and the person 
from whom the game was purchased.

3. Bona Fide Resident- any person who has resided in the 
state of Louisiana continuously during the twelve 
months immediately prior to the date on which he 
applies for any license and who has manifested his 
intent to remain in this state by establishing 
Louisiana as his legal domicile as demonstrated 
with all of the following, as applicable:
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a. If registered to vote, he is registered to 
vote in Louisiana.

b. If licensed to drive a motor vehicle, he is in 
possession of a Louisiana registration for that 
vehicle.

c. If owning a motor vehicle located within 
Louisiana, he is in possession of a Louisiana 
registration for that vehicle.

d. If earning an income, he has filed a Louisiana 
state income tax return and has complied with 
state income tax laws and regulations.

e. As to a corporation or other legal entity, a 
resident shall be any which is incorporated or 
otherwise organized under and subject to the 
laws of Louisiana, and as to which the principal 
place of business and more than fifty percent of 
the offices, partners, or employees are domiciled 
in Louisiana.

4. Box Trap - a drop-door type of trap that upon the 
games entry into the device encloses and detains the 
game.

5. Closed Season - that period of time of the calendar 
year not specifically included in the open season.

6. Department - the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries.

7. Enclosure - (See "Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve”).

8. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve - an area which is 
completely enclosed by adequate fencing to contain 
game and hounds which is built and maintained for the 
purpose of training or chasing game with hounds.

9. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Operator - anyone acting 
as an agent of the owner in caring for or managing 
the maintenance and/or business of the preserve.

10. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Owner - anyone who 
legally has possession or has legally leased 
property on which the enclosure is established. 11

11. Game - any red fox or grey fox or coyote stocked in 
a fox/coyote hunting preserve for the purpose of dog 
training and/or chasing with hounds.
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12. LDWF Approved Applicant - a person who has had no 
major wildlife or fish violations during the past 
three years, who has purchased a trapping license for 
at least the past two consecutive years, and who is 
at least 15 years old.

13. Landowner - any person who owns land on which traps 
are set.

14. Licensee - any resident or nonresident lawful holder 
of an effective license duly issued under the 
authority of the Department.

15. Non-game quadruped - alligators, beavers, bobcats, 
coyotes, grey foxes, minks, muskrats, nutrias, 
opossums, otters, raccoons, red foxes, skunks and 
other wild quadrupeds valuable for their furs or 
skins.

16. Non-game quadruped breeder - any person properly 
licensed to engage in the business of raising, 
exhibiting and selling non-game quadrupeds.

17. Non-game quadruped exhibitor - any person properly 
licensed to engage in the business of raising and/ 
or exhibiting non-game quadrupeds.

18. Non-target animal - any animal other than red fox, 
grey fox or coyote.

19. Permittee - any person who has obtained a valid 
permit from the Department for trapping coyotes 
during the closed season.

20. Person - includes any individual person, association,
corporation, partnership, or other legal entity 
recognized by law.

21. Possess - In its different tenses, the act of havihg 
in possession or control, keeping, detaining, 
restraining, holding as owner, or as agent, bailee, 
or custodian for another.

22. Raising - the production of red fox, gray fox, or 
coyotes in controlled environmental conditions or in 
outside facilities.

23. Rearing - (See "Raising").

24. Relaxing Lock - locking device on a snare that 
loosens and tightens in response to the game1s
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action.

25. Resident - (See "Bona Fide Resident").

26. Snare - wire device used for taking non-game 
quadrupeds.

26. Soft Catch™ - Trap (manufactured by Woodstream 
Corporation), no modifications.

27. Take - In its different tenses, the attempt or act 
of hooking, pursuing, netting, capturing, snaring, 
trapping, shooting, hunting, wounding, or killing by 
any means or device.

28. Transport - In its different tenses, the act of 
shipping, attempting to ship, receiving or 
delivering for shipment, transporting, conveying, 
carrying, or exporting by air, land, or water, or 
by any means whatsoever.

29. Trap - any device used in the capture of birds, 
quadrupeds or fish.

30. Trapper - any person properly licensed by the 
Department engaged in the trapping of nongame 
quadrupeds.

C. LICENSES, PERMITS, AND FEES

The licenses and fees required for activities authorized by 
these regulations are as prescribed under provisions of Title 56, 
or as prescribed in these regulations, and are:

1) $10 for a resident nongame quadruped exhibitors license.

2) $25 for a resident nongame quadruped breeder license.

3) $25 for a resident trappers license.
4) A temporary special permit which may be issued to a 

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries approved 
applicant (authority granted by La. Laws pertaining to 
Wildlife and Fisheries R.S. 56:123 (C) for the trapping 
of coyotes only, outside of the annual trapping season. 
In order for the permittee to sell live coyotes he must 
also possess a nongame quadruped breeders license ($25) 
(Authority 56:262.1) and a valid trapping license. This 
permit will be valid only until the final rule is 
adopted, at which time the permittee must obtain another 
special permit and pay any administrative fees.
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5) Upon payment of $10 a nongame quadruped exhibitors 
license may be issued permitting the applicant to breed 
and/or exhibit such animals provided he meets the rules 
and regulations of the Department.

6) Upon payment of $25 a nongame quadruped breeder license 
may be issued permitting the applicant to breed, 
propagate, exhibit, and sell such animals alive.

D. GENERAL RULES
1) No person shall take, possess, purchase or sell live foxes 

or coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

2) No person shall hold in captivity any live foxes or 
coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

3) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be of a type and 
construction such that it will insure the normal 
containment of both foxes, coyotes and hounds.

4) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall contain an adequate 
number of escape areas which are houndproof. These may 
be provided by maintaining thickets, brush piles, 
windrows, or where natural cover is insufficient, by 
providing manmade escapes such as culverts or houndproof 
feeding stations.

5) The owners of fox/coyote hunting preserves shall be 
required to make available to the game:

a) Food that is palatable, uncontaminated and 
nutritionally adequate to ensure normal growth and 
maintenance.

b) Water which is fresh, uncontaminated and available 
at all times.

6) No person shall transport, possess, purchase or sell any 
live foxes or coyotes taken outside the state of Louisiana. 
Live foxes and coyotes obtained from outside the State of 
Louisiana prior to the enacted date of these regulations 
and in possession of properly licensed persons shall be

• exempt.

7) No person shall transport from the state or offer for sale 
out of state any live foxes or coyotes.

8) Acclimation pens shall be constructed adjacent to or within 
an enclosure to insure the containment of foxes and
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coyotes and the exclusion of hounds. This requirement may 
be waived for "training enclosures” or in enclosures where 
running is discontinued for a minimum of 2 weeks while 
foxes/coyotes adjust to the enclosure environment.

9) No person may engage in the business of raising or
exhibiting or otherwise possessing fox or coyotes for the 
purpose of operating a fox/coyote hunting preserve unless 
he or she has acquired and possesses a valid nongame 
quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

10) A licensed trapper may offer for sale such live animals 
to any licensed nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
during the open trapping season. During any such 
transactions, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
trapper to the nongame breeder or exhibitor and retained 
for a period of one year.

11) Permittees (trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season) will be required to use only the "soft catch" 
type trap not to exceed a size #1 1/2, or a box-type trap, 
or a snare with a relaxing lock.

12) Permittees trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season and licensed as a nongame quadruped breeder may 
offer for sale such coyotes. During any such transaction, 
a bill of sale must be provided by the seller to the 
purchaser and retained for a period of one year by the 
purchaser.

13) It shall be unlawful to trap coyotes during the closed 
trapping season without a permit issued by the Department.

14) Permittees will be required to check traps daily.

15) Permittees will be required to have in possession written 
permission from the landowners or lessee where traps are 
set.

16) Permittees shall release all nontarget species in a manner 
so as to keep stress or injury minimal.

17) It shall be unlawful to sell native wild foxes or coyotes 
outside the State of Louisiana.

18) Trappers and permittees who hold game for sale shall 
confine game at a rate of no more than one animal per 
3' x 3' x 3* cage. The cage must be escape-proof and 
offer protection from adverse weather.

19) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be exempt from the 
Commission action which prohibits the running of coyotes
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during the open turkey season.

E. REPORT REQUIREMENTS

1) Report forms provided by the Department must be completed 
and filed with the Department by all persons who have been 
issued a nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor license 
or who have been issued a special permit allowing the 
trapping of coyotes only in the closed season in 
accordance with this subsection. Reports shall include 
but not be limited to the information specified in 
subsection 262.1(d). Failure to complete this form 
properly and completely will result in non-renewal of the 
nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

2) All licensed nongame quadruped exhibitors will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, number of known losses (death or 
escape), number of animals by species purchased and the 
sources of game purchases.

3) All licensed nongame quadruped breeders will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, numbers of losses, numbers of 
animals by species purchased and the sources of game 
purchases, and number of sales by species and the person 
who bought the game.

F. PENALTY FOR VIOLATION

Violation of these regulations will be a Class II violation 
with the following exceptions:

1) Violation of the license requirements for nongame 
quadruped breeders and nongame quadruped exhibitors shall 
be a Class III violation (See C-l, C-2 and D-2).

2) Violation of the reporting requirements shall be a 
Class III violation (See E-l, E-2, and E-3).

3) Violation of the regulations pertaining to import of 
foxes and/or coyotes into the state or export of foxes 
and/or coyotes from the state shall be a Class IV 
violation (See D-6 and D-7).

Warren Pol 
Chairman
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RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting of chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of 
fox hunting was brought to North America with the early 
English settlers arid has remained a tradition especially 
in the South; and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing 
of forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters 
have leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these 
areas with both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race 
without fear of losing dogs to vehicular traffic or 
offending other hunters or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has 
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of SR 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadruped exhibitor or breeder licenses; 
and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited 
to guard against public health threats as well as 
wildlife disease threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and 
under provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the 
sale by trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders 
during the open trapping season and by a non-game 
quadruped breeder year round;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of its 
intent to establish a rule for administering all aspects 
of fox/coyote hunting preserves, purchases, sale and 
special trapping permits to allow year round coyote 
trapping. The Notice of Intent attached to and made part 
of this resolution is hereby approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
the final rule, including but riot limited to the filing 
of the Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the filing 
of the Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and 
correspondence to other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990



NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

PART V. WILD QUADRUPEDS AND WILD BIRDS 

CHAPTER I. WILD QUADRUPEDS

SECTION 113. FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF 
LIVE FOXES AND COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING 
REGULATIONS

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to promulgate a rule to prohibit the importation and 
exportation of foxes and coyotes in Louisiana, establish 
regulations governing fox/coyote hunting preserves, regulate the 
purchase and sale of live foxes and coyotes, and regulations 
governing the year round trapping of coyotes.

The rules and regulations governing the operations of 
fox/coyote hunting preserves in Louisiana may be viewed at the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Headquarters, 2000 
Quail Drive, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, phone (504) 765-2811.

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to James Manning, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, P.O. 
Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:123(C) and 
R.S. 56:262.1.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. 16: ( ,
1990).

Warren Pol 
Chairman



RULE
WILDLIFE AND.FISHERIES COMMISSION 

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

PART V. WILD QUADRUPEDS AND WILD BIRDS 

CHAPTER I. WILD QUADRUPEDS

SECTION 113. FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF 
LIVE FOXES AND COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING 
REGULATIONS

A. PURPOSE

These regulations are to govern the purchasing, selling and 
holding in captivity of live foxes and coyotes for chasing with 
hounds, These emergency regulations will prohibit the importation 
and exportation of any species of foxes or coyotes to or from 
Louisiana in an effort to prevent possible disease and parasite 
contamination of native wild canids. Humans are subject to 
infection with the liver being the most common site of larval 
growth. The infection is termed alveolar hydatid disease (AHD). 
The number of deaths per number of infected individuals has been 
50-75%. These regulations are also enacted to allow the sport of 
fox/coyote hunting with dogs within enclosed areas. The 
regulations provide general rules including licensing, permits, 
fees, live trapping, sale and purchase of animals, holding cage 
requirements, enclosure requirements, acclimation requirements and 
report requirements.

B. DEFINITIONS

1. Acclimation Pen - an area which is built within or 
adjacent to fox/coyote hunting preserves which will 
contain game and exclude hounds and which will allow 
game to become acclimated to an enclosed environment.

2. Bill of Sale - receipt showing the amount of game 
purchased, the date of purchase, and the person 
from whom the game was purchased.

3. Bona Fide Resident- any person who has resided in the 
state of Louisiana continuously during the twelve 
months immediately prior to the date on which he 
applies for any license and who has manifested his 
intent to remain in this state by establishing 
Louisiana as his legal domicile as demonstrated 
with all of the following, as applicable:

a. If registered to vote, he is registered to 
vote in Louisiana.
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b. If licensed to drive a motor vehicle, he is in 
possession of a Louisiana registration for that 
vehicle.

c. If owning a motor vehicle located within 
Louisiana, he is in possession of a Louisiana 
registration for that vehicle.

d. If earning an income, he has filed a Louisiana 
state income tax return and has complied with 
state income tax laws and regulations.

e. As to a corporation or other legal entity, a 
resident shall be any which is incorporated or 
otherwise organized under and subject to the 
laws of Louisiana, and as to which the principal 
place of business and more than fifty percent of 
the offices, partners, or employees are domiciled 
in Louisiana.

4. Box Trap - a drop-door type of trap that upon the 
games entry into the device encloses and detains the 
game.

5. Closed Season - that period of time of the calendar 
year not specifically included in the open season.

6. Department - the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries.

7. Enclosure - (See "Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve").

8. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve - an area which is 
completely enclosed by adequate fencing to contain 
game and hounds which is built and maintained for the 
purpose of training or chasing game with hounds.

9. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Operator - anyone acting 
as an agent of the owner in caring for or managing 
the maintenance and/or business of the preserve.

10. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Owner - anyone who 
legally has possession or has legally leased 
property on which the enclosure is established.

11. Game - any red fox or grey fox or coyote stocked in 
a fox/coyote hunting preserve for the purpose of dog 
training and/or chasing with hounds.

12. LDWF Approved Applicant - a person who has had no 
major wildlife or fish violations during the past
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three yearsv who has purchased a trapping license for 
at least the past two consecutive years, and who is 
at least 15 years old.

13. Landowner - any person who owns land on which traps 
are set.

14. Licensee - any resident or nonresident lawful holder 
of an effective license duly issued under the 
authority of the Department.

15. Non-game quadruped - alligators, beavers, bobcats, 
coyotes, grey foxes, minks, muskrats, nutrias, 
opossums, otters, raccoons, red foxes, skunks and 
other wild quadrupeds valuable for their furs or 
skins.

16. Non-game quadruped breeder - any person properly 
licensed to engage in the business of raising, 
exhibiting and selling non-game quadrupeds.

17. Non-game quadruped exhibitor - any person properly 
licensed to engage in the business of raising and/ 
or exhibiting non-game quadrupeds.

18. Non-target animal - any animal other than red fox, 
grey fox or coyote.

19. Permittee - any person who has obtained a valid 
permit from the Department for trapping coyotes 
during the closed season.

20. Person - includes any individual person, association, 
corporation, partnership, or other legal entity 
recognized by law.

21. Possess - In its different tenses, the act of having 
in possession or control, keeping, detaining, 
restraining, holding as owner, or as agent, bailee, 
or custodian for another.

22. Raising - the production of red fox, gray fox, or 
coyotes in controlled environmental conditions or in 
outside facilities.

23. Rearing - (See "Raising").

24. Relaxing Lock - locking device on a snare that 
loosens and tightens in response to the game's 
action.

25. Resident - (See "Bona Fide Resident").
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26. Snare - wire device used for taking non-game 
quadrupeds.

26. Soft Catch™ - Trap (manufactured by Woodstream 
Corporation), no modifications.

27. Take - In its different tenses, the attempt or act 
of hooking, pursuing, netting, capturing, snaring, 
trapping, shooting, hunting, wounding, or killing by 
any means or device.

28. Transport - In its different tenses, the act of 
shipping, attempting to ship, receiving or 
delivering for shipment, transporting, conveying, 
carrying, or exporting by air, land, or water, or 
by any means whatsoever.

29. Trap - any device used in the capture of birds, 
quadrupeds or fish.

30. Trapper - any person properly licensed by the 
Department engaged in the trapping of nongame 
quadrupeds.

C. LICENSES, PERMITS, AND FEES

The licenses and fees required for activities authorized by 
these regulations are as prescribed under provisions of Title 56, 
or as prescribed in these regulations, and are:

1) $10 for a resident nongame quadruped exhibitors license.

2) $25 for a resident nongame quadruped breeder license.

3) $25 for a resident trappers license.

4) $25 for an annual special permit which may be issued to 
a Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries approved 
applicant (authority granted by La. Laws pertaining to 
Wildlife and Fisheries R.S. 56:123 (C) for the trapping 
of coyotes only, outside of the annual trapping season. 
In order for the permittee to sell live coyotes he must 
also possess a nongame quadruped breeders license ($25) 
(Authority 56:262.1) and a valid trapping license.

5) Upon payment of $10 a nongame quadruped exhibitors 
license may be issued permitting the applicant to breed 
and/or exhibit such animals provided he meets the rules 
and regulations of the Department.

6) Upon payment of $25 a nongame quadruped breeder license 
may be issued permitting the applicant to breed,
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propagate, exhibit, and sell such animals alive.

D. GENERAL RULES

1) No person shall take, possess, purchase or sell live foxes 
or coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

2) No person shall hold in captivity any live foxes or 
coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

3) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be of a type and 
construction such that it will insure the normal 
containment of both foxes, coyotes and hounds.

4) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall contain an adequate 
number of escape areas which are houndproof. These may 
be provided by maintaining thickets, brush piles, 
windrows, or where natural cover is insufficient, by 
providing manmade escapes such as culverts or houndproof 
feeding stations.

5) The owners of fox/coyote hunting preserves shall be 
required to make available to the game:

a) Food that is palatable, uncontaminated and 
nutritionally adequate to ensure normal growth and 
maintenance.

b) Water which is fresh, uncontaminated and available 
at all times.

6) No person shall transport, possess, purchase or sell any 
live foxes or coyotes taken outside the state of Louisiana. 
Live foxes and coyotes obtained from outside the State of 
Louisiana prior to the enacted date of these regulations 
and in possession of properly licensed persons shall be 
exempt.

7) No person shall transport from the state or offer for sale 
out of state any live foxes or coyotes.

8) Acclimation pens shall be constructed adjacent to or within 
an enclosure to insure the containment of foxes and 
coyotes and the exclusion of hounds. This requirement may 
be waived for "training enclosures” or in enclosures where 
running is discontinued for a minimum of 2 weeks while 
foxes/coyotes adjust to the enclosure environment.

9) No person may engage in the business of raising or 
exhibiting or otherwise possessing fox or coyotes for the
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purpose of operating -a fox/coyote hunting preserve unless 
he or she has acquired and possesses a valid nongame 
quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

10) A licensed trapper may offer for sale such live animals 
to any licensed nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
during the open trapping season. During any such 
transactions, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
trapper to the nongame breeder or exhibitor and retained 
for a period of one year.

11) Permittees (trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season) will be required to use only the "soft catch” 
type trap not to exceed a size #1 1/2, or a box-type trap, 
or a snare with a relaxing lock.

12) Permittees trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season and licensed as a nongame quadruped breeder may 
offer for sale such coyotes. During any such transaction, 
a bill of sale must be provided by the seller to the 
purchaser and retained for a period of one year by the 
purchaser.

13) It shall be unlawful to trap coyotes during the closed 
trapping season without a permit issued by the Department.

14) Permittees will be required to check traps daily.

15) Permittees will be required to have in possession written 
permission from the landowners or lessee where traps are 
set.

16) Permittees shall release all nontarget species in a manner 
so as to keep stress or injury minimal.

17) It shall be unlawful to sell native wild foxes or coyotes 
outside the State of Louisiana.

18) Trappers and permittees who hold game for sale shall 
confine game at a rate of no more than one animal per 
3' x 3 1 x 3' cage. The cage must be escape-proof and 
offer protection from adverse weather.

19) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be exempt from the 
Commission action which prohibits the running of coyotes 
during the open turkey season.

E. REPORT REQUIREMENTS

1) Report forms provided by the Department must be completed 
and filed with the Department by all persons who have been 
issued a nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor license
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or who have been Issued a special permit allowing the 
trapping of coyotes only in the closed season in 
accordance with this subsection. Reports shall include 
but not be limited to the information specified in 
subsection 262.1(d). Failure to complete this form 
properly and completely will result in non-renewal of the 
nongame quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

2) All licensed nongame quadruped exhibitors will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, number of known losses (death or 
escape), number of animals by species purchased and the 
sources of game purchases.

3) All licensed nongame quadruped breeders will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, numbers of losses, numbers of 
animals by species purchased and the sources of game 
purchases, and number of sales by species and the person 
who bought the game.

F. PENALTY FOR VIOLATION
Violation of these regulations will be a Class II violation 

with the following exceptions:

1) Violation of the license requirements for nongame 
quadruped breeders and nongame quadruped exhibitors shall 
be a Class III violation (See C-l, C-2 and D-2).

2) Violation of the reporting requirements shall be a 
Class III violation (See E-l, E-2, and E-3).

3) Violation of the regulations pertaining to import of 
foxes and/or coyotes into the state or export of foxes 
and/or coyotes from the state shall be a Class IV 
violation (See D-6 and D-7).

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56: 123(C) and 
R.S. 56262.1.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. 16: ( ,
1990).

Warren Pol 
Chairman
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LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Commission, upon the receipt of the cash 

line of credit of $5,000,000 (FIVE MILLION DOLLARS), the 

first installment of the $24,000,000 in bonded indebtedness 

due to the Department through the Capital Outlay process, 

dedicated to the purchase of fish and wildlife habitat, and 

the establishment of a fish hatchery, the Secretary is 

authorized to take all appropriate measures to declare the 

building owned by this Commission at 400 Royal Street, New 

Orleans, Louisiana, to be declared surplus property and to 

be disposed of accordingly by the Division of Administration 

and/or its designees. Subsequent to the initial deposit the 

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will receive 

the balance of $19,000,000 for these projects from future 

bond sales and lines of credit.

Warren I . Pol, Chairman



RESOLUTION

THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE LAKES 

1990/91 OYSTER SEASON

Adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
October 5, 1990 Baton Rouge, Louisiana

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:435.1 prescribes that the Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes public 

oyster tonging reefs may open during designated periods in November 

and close during designated periods in March with the additional 

authority to delay closing as a result of health closures, and

WHEREAS, the oyster grounds of Calcasieu Lake have been inventoried by 

Department biologists, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Health and Hospitals, Office of Public Health has 

been monitoring the waters of Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes to insure 

that the areas meet the water quality standards for the harvesting 

of shellfish, now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the public tonging reefs of Calcasieu and Sabine 

Lakes shall open 1/2 hour before sunrise on Monday, November 5, 1990, 

and shall close 1/2 hour after sunset March 30, 1991, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the specific areas to be open within Calcasieu and 

Sabine Lakes will depend upon Health Department determinations that 

these waters are safe for the harvesting of oysters, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Secretary of Wildlife and Fisheries will have 

the authority to close all or part of this area for enforcement 

considerations, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Department Secretary has the authority to delay 

the closing of this season to compensate for health closures, such 

delay not to extend past April 30, 1991.

Warren Pol, Chairman
Louisiana Wildlife & Fisheries Commission

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 
Louisiana Dept, of Wildlife & Fisheries



DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with Che emergency provisions of Che AdminisCrative 
Procedure AcC, R.S. 49:953 (B) and R.S. 49.967 and under Che auChoriCy 
of R.S. 56:435.1 notice is hereby given that Che Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission has adopted a rule describing che conduct of the 
1990/91 oyster season in Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes. Che season shall 
be conducted as follows:

1. The 1990/91 oyster season in Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will open 
1/2 hour before sunrise Monday, November 5, 1990, and extend until 
1/2 hour after sunset, Thursday, March 30, 1991.

2. Harvest will be by tonging only.

3. The waters of Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will be open only when the 
state Department of Health and Hospitals classifies these waters as 
safe for the harvest of oysters.

4. The Department’s Secretary has the authority to delav the.closing 
of this season to compensate for health closures, such delay not to 
extend past April 30, 199^ or close the season if biological infor
mation indicates the need to do so or if enforcement problems arise



Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

October 5, 1990 Update 

to

Summary Interim Report on the December 1989 Freeze: 

Effects on Saltwater Finfishes in Louisiana
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Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples 13
4:07 Tuesday, October 2, 1990

-------------------  MQNTH=G Z0NE~1 MCODE=01 ---------------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan's Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I comparisonwise error rate, not 
the ex periment wise error rate

Alphas 0.05 df= 109 MSE= 74.22057 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.
Harmonic Mean of cell sizes- 22.5

Number of Means 2 3 4 5
Critical Range 5.103.5.366 5.535 5.662

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A

6. 250

3. 792

1.625

1.542

24 AUG87

24 AUG88

24 AUG89

24 AUG90

0. 667 18 AUG86



• Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples 16
4:07 Tuesday, October 2, 1990

-------------------  MQNTH=8 Z0NE=1 MCODE=02 ---------------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, not 
the e kperirnentwise error rate

Alpha= 0.05 df" 109 MSE= 1.280963 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal. 
Harmonic Mean of cell sizes= 22.5

Number of Means 2 3 4 5
Critical Range 0.670 0.705 0.727 0.744

Means with the same letter are not significantly different

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A
A
A
A
A
A
A

0. 833 24 AUG88

B
B
B
B
B
B
B

0. 583

0. 458

0 . 000

0. 250

24 AUG87

24 AUG90

24 AUG89

18 AUG86



--------------------- - M0NTH=8 ZONE-1 MCODE==08----------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan's Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I comparisonwise error rate, 
the experimentwise error rate

Alpha= 0.05 d f= 69 MSE= 8.774758

Number of Means 2 3
Critical Range 1.707 1.795

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

• Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A 2. 250 24 AUG88
A
A 1.333 24 AUG89
A
A

28
2, 1990

not

0. 625 24 AUG90



----------------------- MONTH-8 ZONE-2 MCODE=01 ----------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan1s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, 
the ex periment wise error rate

Alphas 0.05 df= 202 MSE= 88.7126 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes= 16.0425

Number of Means 2 3 4 5 6
Critical Range 6.606 6.947 7.166 7.331 7.470

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A 6.609 46 AUG87
A
A 5.229 35 AUG90
A
A 4.641 39 AUG89
A
A 4.500 46 AUG86
A
A 4.132 38 AUG88
A
A 0.000 4 AUG85

• Spotted Seatrout Catch per hffort by gill net From LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

34
2, 1990

not



---------------------- M0NTH=8 ZQNE=2 MCODE=02 ----------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, 
the ex per intent wise error rate

Alpha- 0.05 df= 202 MSE= 15.64479 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes- 16.0425

Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net from LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

Number of Means 2 3 4 5 6
Critical Range 2.774 2.917 3. 009 3. 079 3. 137

with the same letter are not significantly different

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A 3. 400 35 AUG90
A

B A 2. 342 38 AUG88
B A
B A 2. 154 39 AUG89
B A
B A 1.457 46 AUG87
B A
B A 1.065 46 AUG86
B
B 0. 000 4 AUG85

37
£, 1990

not



----------------------  MONTH-8 Z0NE=2 MCODE=08 ----------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, 
the experimentwise error rate

Alphas 0.05 df= 109 MSE= 77.63128 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes= 37.25401

Number of Means 2 3
Critical Range 4.055 4.265

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

•Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

A 5. 487 39 AUG89
A
A 5. 371 35 AUG90
A
A

49
2, 1990

not

5. 053 38 AUG88



• Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples 55
4:07 Tuesday, October 2, 1990

M0NTH=8 20NE=3 MCODE=01

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE:. This test controls the type I comparisonwise error rate, not 
the experimentwise error rate

Alpha- 0.05 df= 134 MSE= 1.644763 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes= 21.35803

Number of Means 2 3 4 5 6
Critical Range 0.780 0.820 0.846 0.865 0.881

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Duncan Grouping Mean N MONYEAR

1.500 12 AUG85

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B

0. 517 29 AUG90

0. 500 22 AUG68

0. 500 26 AUG86

0. 391 23 AUG87

0. 107 28 AUG89

•*; . %



-------- :------------- MONTH-8 ZONE-3 MCODE-02-----------------------

General Linear Models Procedure

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, 
the ex periment wise error rate

Alpha- 0.05 df= 134 MSE= 1.140775 
■ WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes- 21.35803

Number of Means 2 3 4 5 6
Critical Range .0.649 0.683 0.704 0.720 0.734

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

‘Spotted Seat rout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

Duncan Grouping Mean •N MONYEAR

A 0. 818 22 AUG88
A

, B A 0. 429 28 AUG89
B A
B A 0.310 29 AUG90
B A
B 1 A 0. .1 15 26 AUG86
B
B 0. 083 12 AUG85
B
B

58
2, 1990

not

0. 043 23 AUG87



----------------- '----MONTH-Q Z0NE=3 MCODE=08-----------------------

General Linear' Models Procedure

Duncan's Multiple Range Test for variable: CAT_EFT

NOTE: This test controls the type I cornparisonwise error rate, 
the experimentwise error rate

Alphas 0.05 df= 76 MSE= 3.383207 
WARNING: Cell sizes are not equal.

Harmonic Mean of cell sizes= 25.93998

Number of Means 2 3
Critical Range 1.018 1.071

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

"Spotted Seatrout Catch per Effort by gill net From LDWF Samples
4:07 Tuesday, October

Duncan Grouping Mean N ‘ MONYEAR

A 0. 818 22 AUG88
A
A 0. 552 29 AUG90
A
A

70
2, 1990

not

0. 393 28 AUG89
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ENFORCEMENT DIVISION CASE REPORT-SEPTEMBER 1990

REGION I

TOTAL CASES=132 ENFORCEMENT-132

OTHER______ - 0

17-Angling W/O A License

12- Fish Without Resident Pole License

1-Taking/Poss. Over Limit Or Undersized Gamefish

10-Take Undersize Black Bass

1- Blocking Passage Of Fish 

7-Hunting W/0 Resident License

5- Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun 

41-Hunting MGB Over Baited Area

2- Hunting Doves Closed Season

6- Possess Over Limit Of Doves (Field Possession)

1-Taking Or Possession Of Other Non-Game Birds-No Season

7- Resisting Arrest

1-Simple Assault On An Officer

1-Littering 

CONFISCATIONS:

220 doves, 1 barred owl, 1 black bass.

REGION 2

TOTAL CASES»133 ENFORCEMENTS33

OTHER______ = 0

13- Boating

17-Angling W/O A License

14- Fish Without Resident Pole License

4-Use Illegal Bait Seines



V

Page (2)

REGION 2 CONT’D.

1-Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/O Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s License

1- Blocking Passage Of Fish

4-Hunting W/O Resident License

3-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

2- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game License

3- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

3- Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road

4- Hunt Raccoons Or Opossums Illegally 

34-Hunting MGB Over Baited Area

1-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations On WMA 

3-Illegal Possession Of Drugs Or Marijuana

1-DWI

1-Littering

3-Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries

1- Operate ATV Vehicle On Public Road 

CONFISCATIONS:

.45 caliber handgun, 1-7MM rifle, 6 mourning doves.

REGION 3

TOTAL CASES=161 ENFORCEMENTS58

OTHER______ = 3

13-Boating

43-Angling W/O A License 

6-Fish Without Resident Pole License

2- Take Game Fish Illegally

1-Taking/Poss. Over Limit Or Undersized Gamefish



Page (3)

2-Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species W/O Commercial License

2-Take Commercial Fish W/O Commercial Gear License

2-Use Illegal Mesh Nets

2- Take Or Possess Undersize Commercial Fish 

6-Hunting W/O Resident License

3- Failure To Abide By Commission Rules

3-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

1-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

1-Possession Of Wild Quadrupeds Or Wild Birds Without Permit

1-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear C/S

1-Poss. Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear 

1-Illegal Poss. Of Alligators Eggs, Or Their Skins 

1-Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun 

53-Hunting MGB Over Baited Area

1- Hunting MGB From A Vehicle

2- Hunting MGB Over Baited Area

1- Hunting MGB From A Vehicle

2- Possess Untagged MGB

2-Possess Over Limit Of Doves

2-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations On WMA 

6-Criminal Trespass 

1-Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries 

CONFISCATIONS:

173 doves, 1 Evinrude motor, 1 Suzuki motor, 1 alligator hide (5’2n), 10 lbs.

alligator meat, 1-9 point buck deer, 1 spotted fawn, 300 feet of 3 inch gill

REGION 3 CONT’D.



Page (4).

net, 100 feet of 2 inch gill net, 13 freshwater drum, 25 crappie, 12 white 

bass, 30 lbs. of catfish, 2 buffalo fish.

REGION 4

TOTAL CASES=41 ENFORCEMENT-40

OTHER_______ %1

8-Boating

1- Angling W/0 A License

2- Fish Without Resident Pole License 

6-Hunting W/0 Resident License

1-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft 

1-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

1-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

18-Hunt Squirrel C/S

1-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations On WMA 

CONFISCATIONS:

52 doves, 2 squirrels.

REGION 5

TOTAL CASES=201 ENF0RCEMENT=185

OTHER______ = 16

104-Boating

38-Angling W/O A License

1- Use Gear W/O Recreational Gear License

2- Poss. O/L Of Red Drum

7-Take Or Possess Undersized Red Drum

5-Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species W/O Commercial License

REGION 3 CONFISCATIONS CONT'D.
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REGION 5 CONT’D.

2-Take Or Possess Commercial Fish Without A Vessel License 

1-Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/0 Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s License 

1-Fail To Maintain Records

1-Illegal Shipping Or Commercial Fish Shipping Regs. Tags & Identification

4-Take Or Possess Undersize Commercial Fish 

1-Fail To Comply W/Permit Req

1-Take/Possess Undersized Black Drum Commercial

4- Take Or Possess Undersize White Shrimp

1- Possession Of Untagged Oysters

5- Hunting W/0 Resident License

5-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

2- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

2- Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations 

1-Hunting Doves Closed Season

10-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations On WMA

3- Littering 

CONFISCATIONS:

3,842 lbs. of shrimp, 22 red drum, 16 doves, 5 speckled trout, 8 oyster sacks, 

248 lbs. of crabs, 14 black drum, 15 alligator, 2 sac-a-lait, 8 red snapper. 

REGION 6

TOTAL CASES°150 ENF0RCEMENT°143

OTHER______ = 7

64-Boating

25-Angling W/0 A License

18-Fish Without Resident Pole License
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2-Use Gear W/O Recreational Gear License

2-Angling W/0 Saltwater License

1-Fail To Have- Commercial License In Possession

1-Take Or Possess Commercial Fish Without A Vessel License

1-Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/0 Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s License

1-Fail To Maintain Records

4-Sell And/Or Purchase Game Fish

6-Hunting W/0 Resident License

1- Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

2- Buying And/Or Selling Wild Quadrupeds Or Wild Birds

3- Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours 

1-Use Live Ammo While Training Dogs C/S

1-Hunt Squirrel C/S

1-Poss. Squirrels C/S

1-Buying Or Selling Deer Or Meat

1-Possession Of Live Alligators W/0 Permit

4- Hunting MGB Over Baited Area

1- Hunting MGB From A Vehicle

3-Buying And/Or Selling MGB

2- Hunting Doves Closed Season

1- Taking Or Possession Of Other Non-Game Birds-No Season

2- Endangered Species Act

1-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations On WMA 

CONFISCATIONS:

REGION 6 CONT'D.

17 doves, 1 mourning dove, 2 fox squirrels, 2 live alligators, 50 lbs. of
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REGION 6 CONT'D.

shrimp, numerous game listed in covert operations report-sac-a-lait, deer meat, 

rabbits, squirrels, game birds, and alligator.

REGION 7

TOTAL CASES°18Q ENFORCEMENT-180

OTHER______ - 0

30-Boating

75-Angling W/0 A License

2- Fish Without Resident Pole License

1-Use Gear W/0 Recreational Gear License

3- Angling W/0 Saltwater License

1- Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/0 Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s License

5-Hunting W/0 Resident License

2- Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

4- Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

4- Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

5- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

6- Take Alligators From Other Than Approved Area

6-Shipping Alligators Or Skins Within State Illegally

3- Taking Or Possessing Alligators Closed Season

3-Illegal Possession Of Alligators, Eggs, Or Their Skins

25-Hunting MGB Over Baited Area 

2-Hunting Ducks Closed Season 

1-Littering 

CONFISCATIONS:

1 Q-Beam, 1-30/30 Rifle.
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REGION 8

TOTAL CASES- 248 ENFORCEMENT-185

OTHER______ ° 63

4- Boating

19-Angling W/O A License

2-Angling W/O Saltwater License

2- Take Or Possess Undersized Red Drum

3- Take Or Possess Undersized Spotted Sea Trout

1- Not Abiding By Commission Rules And Regulations

2- Fail To Have Commercial License In Possession

5- Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species W/0 Commercial License 

1-Take Commercial Fish W/O Commercial Gear License

4- Take Or Possess Commercial Fish Without A Vessel License

3- Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/O Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s License 

1-Taking Fish Illegally

6- Take Or Possess Undersize Commercial Fish 

17-Take/Possess Oysters Without Oyster Harvester License

1- Fail To Have Commercial Fish Intact

2- Permit Unlicensed Person To Operate Commercial Vessel

2- Fail To Mark Crab Containers 

10-Possess Or Sell Undersized Crabs

12-Travling In Closed Season

3- Trawling Inside Waters W/Oversized Double Rigs

7- Use Oversize Trawls

3-Take Or Possess Undersize White Shrimp 

2-Failure To Have Written Permission
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2-Unlawfully Take Oysters From State Water Bottoms

13-Taking Oysters From Unapproved Area 

2-Harvest Oysters Without Oyster Harvester License

7-Fail To Cull Oysters In Proper Location 

1-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

1- Illegal Poss. Of Wild Quadrupeds, Wild Birds, Or Parts Thereof

4-Possess Rabbits Closed Season

4-Poss. Squirrels C/S

2- Fail To Tag Alligator Upon Taking 

1-Not Abiding By Rules And Regulations 

1-Take Alligator W/O License

1-Illegal Poss. Of Alligators Eggs, Or Their Skins

3- Hunting MGB Illegal Hours

4- Hunting MGB Over Baited Area 

1-Hunting MGB From A Vehicle

1- Possess Over Limit Of Doves

2- Littering 

CONFISCATIONS:

70 jug lines, 2 culling hatchets, 1 shovel, 1 pair boots, 1 pair gloves, 1 boat 

registration, 3 oyster dredges, 1 boat, 1 pair oyster tongs, 37 trawls, 10,856 

pounds of shrimp sold for $19,851.90, 727 pounds of shrimp donated, 34 sacks of 

oysters-returned to water, 29 sacks of oysters destroyed, 33 sacks of oysters 

donated, 12 red fish, 20 pounds king mackerel, 2 pounds Spanish mackerel, 7 

pounds lemon fish, 2 whole flounder, 2 whole croaker, 36 pounds of mullet,

421 pounds of eel catfish, 9 pounds of catfish returned to water, 9 speckled )

REGION 8 CONT’D.
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REGION 8 CONT’D.

12 foot alligator, 2 alligators sold for $711.80, 100 pounds of alligator meat, 

1 alligator tag, 4 gar fish, 3 rabbits, 3 squirrels, 28 dove.
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REGION 9

TOTAL CASES=158 ENF0RCEMENT°155

OTHER_______ = 3

43-Boating

27-Angling W/O A License

2-Fish Without Resident Pole License 

2-Use Gear W/O Recreational Gear License 

2-Angling W/0 Saltwater License

4-Taking/Poss. Over Limit Or Undersized Gamefish

2- Not Abiding By Commission Rules And Regulations 

1-Fail To Have Commercial License In Possession

9-Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species W/O Commercial Licnese

6-Take Commercial Fish W/O Commercial Gear License

6-Take Or Possess Commercial Fish Without A Vessel License 

1-Fail To Maintain Records

4-Use Illegal Mesh Nets

14-Take Or Possess Undersize Commercial Fish 

1-Possess Crabs In Berry Stage 

1-Fail To Mark Crab Containers

1- Tending Crab Traps Illegal Hours

3- Permit Unlicensed Person To Operate Comemrcial Vessel

3-Permit Unlicensed Person To Use Commercial Gear

2- Trawling Inside Waters W/Oversized Double Rigs (Over 25')

2-Use Oversize Trawls

2-Failure To Have Written Permission 

1-Taking Oysters From Unapproved Area (Polluted)
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REGION 9 CONT'D.

1-Unlawfully Take Oysters Off A Private Lease 

1-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear C/S

3-Fail To Maintain Required Records Of All Alligator Transactions 

9-Illegal Poss. Of Alligators Eggs, Or Their Skins 

1-Dealing In Alligator Parts W/O Proper License 

1-Possession Of Illegal Type Firearm

1- Littering

2- License Fraud 

CONFISCATIONS:

1,696 channel catfish, 57 1/2 crates crabs, 4 sacks of oysters, 546 lbs. of

shrimp, 1 fawn deer, 3 alligators, 7 alligators skins, 6 alligator tags, 1 

alligator license, 5 alligator sales receipts, 1 drivers license, 4 commercial 

licenses, 3 receipts, 2 trawls, 3 plastic champagne baskets, 2 gill nets, 1 

boat, 1 motor and .22 caliber rifle.
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S.W.E.P.

39 HOURS RUNNING TIME 

21 BOATS CHECKED

0 CITATIONS



OYSTER STRIKE FORCE

TOTAL CASES=28

3- Take Oysters From Unapproved Area (Polluted)

4- Failure To Cull Oysters In Proper Location 

9-Take Oysters W/0 Oyster Harvester Licnese

1-Permit Unlicensed Person To Operate Commercial Vessel 

1-Have No Commercial Vessel

5- Have No Vessel License

1-No Wholesale Retail Dealer License 

1-Take Oysters W/O Written Permission 

' 2-Take And Possess Undersize Black Drum 

1-Take Game Fish Illegal Method 

CONFISCATIONS;

174 sacks of oysters, 1 boat, 1 motor, 16 black drum fish, 1 red fish.



TOTAL CASES ENFORCEMENT°1311

TOTAL CASES OTHER = 93

TOTAL CASES OSF = 28

TOTAL CASES SWEP = 0

GRAND TOTAL -1432

★★NOTE: AIRPLANE PILOT IS IN THE STATE POLICE BASIC ACADEMY.



NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
Wildlife and Fisheries

PART III. STATE GAME AND FISH PRESERVES AND SANCTUARIES 

Chapter 3. Particular Game and Fish Preserves and Commissions 

Section 320. Bayou Sauvage, Orleans Parish.

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 

of its intent to close that portion of Orleans Parish East of the 

Jefferson-Orleans Parish line, Northward to the southern shoreline 

of Lake Pontchartrain, northeast along the southern shoreline of 

Lake Pontchartrain to South Point, east-southeast along the 

southern shoreline of Lake Pontchartrain to Chef Pass, the southern 

shoreline of Chef Pass eastward to the western shoreline of the 

Intra-Coastal Waterway, the western shoreline of the Intra-Coastal 

Waterway southward to the Industrial Canal, the Industrial Canal 

south to the Mississippi River, and the Mississippi River to the 

Orleans-Jefferson Parish line to all hunting or shooting by any 

means or device.
Interested persons may submit written comments until 4:30 

p.m., January 9, 1991, to: Tommy Candies, LA Department Wildlife

and Fisheries, Enforcement Division, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 

70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:6 and 115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (
,1991).

Warren I. Pol 
Chairman



RULE
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
Wildlife and Fisheries

PART III. STATE GAME AND FISH PRESERVES AND SANCTUARIES 

Chapter 3. Particular Game and Fish Preserves and Commissions 

Section 320. Bayou Sauvage, Orleans Parish.

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby adopts the 

rule closing that portion of Orleans Parish East of the Jefferson- 

Orleans Parish line, Northward to the southern shoreline of Lake 

Pontchartrain, northeast along the southern shoreline of Lake 

Pontchartrain to South Point, east-southeast along the southern 

shoreline of Lake Pontchartrain to Chef Pass, the southern 

shoreline of Chef Pass eastward to the western shoreline of the 

Intra-Coastal Waterway, the western shoreline of the Intra-Coastal 

Waterway southward to the Industrial Canal, the Industrial Canal 

south to the Mississippi River, and the Mississippi River to the 

Orleans-Jefferson Parish line to all hunting or shooting by any 

means or device.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:6 and 115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (
,1991).

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

Person
Preparing
Statement: T.H. Candies Dept: Wildlife and Fisheries

Phone: (504W65-2988 Office: Secretary

Return 
Address: P.0. Box 98000

Rule
Title: Closure of a oortion of

Baton Rouee. LA Orleans Parish to Hunting
or Shooting

70898-9000
Date Rule
Takes Effect: September 7, 1990

SUMMARY
(Use complete sentences)

In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes, there is 
hereby submitted a fiscal and economic impact statement on the rule proposed for adoption, 
repeal or amendment. The following summary statements, based on the attached worksheets, 
will be published in the Louisiana Register with the proposed agency rule.

I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
(Summary)

This rule will have no significant cost to the State, as enforcement will be handled 
along with current enforcement activities and responsibilities.

II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS (Summary)

This rule should have no effect on revenue collections of the State or local 
governments.

Ill ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR NON
GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary)

We anticipate only negligible costs to affected persons,who will no longer be able to 
hunt in the area (Please note: Parish Ordinance 42-54 has closed this area to
shooting and firearms discharge for many years, and all current hunting is illegal).

IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary)

This rule may slightly increase hunting competition on Wildlife Management Areas, but 
the increase will be negligible.

Signature of Agency Head or Designee LEGISLATIVE FISCAL OFFICER OR DESIGNEE

Bettsie Baker. Undersecretary______________
Typed Name and Title of Agency Head or Designee

Date of Signature Date of Signature



LFO 08/7/87

FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The following information is required in order to assist the Legislative fiscal Office in 
its review of the fiscal and economic impact statement and to assist the appropriate 
Legislative oversight subcommittee in its deliberations on the proposed rule.
A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if proposed for adoption, or 

repeal) or a brief summary of the change in the rule (if proposed for amendment). 
Attach a copy of the notice of intent and a copy of the rule proposed for initial 
adoption or repeal (or, in the case of rule change, copies of both the current and 
proposed rules with amended portions indicated).

This rule is designed to close those areas in Orleans Parish which lie North of the 
Intracoastal Waterway and West of Chef Menteur Pass to all hunting or shooting.

COPY ATTACHED

B. Summarize the circumstances which require this action. If the action is required by 
federal regulations, attach a copy of the applicable regulation.

Increasing commercial and residential development, the formation of the Bayou Sauvage 
Urban National Wildlife Refuge, and increasing complaints from residents and 
landowners necessitate this rule.

C. Compliance with Act 11 of the 1986 first Extraordinary Session
(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in the expenditure of 

funds? If so, specify amount and source of funding.

No increase. This will be enforced in agents normal course of duty.

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature specifically
appropriated the funds1 necessary for the associated expenditure increase?

(a) __________  Yes. If yes, attach documentation.
(b) XXX_____ No. If no, provide justification as to why this rule change

should be published at this time.

This rule should be implemented as soon as possible, as bow season is 
already open, and gun seasons for rabbit and squirrel open on October 6, 
1990.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

I. A. COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED

1. What is the anticipated increase (decrease) in costs to implement the 
proposed action?

COSTS FY 88-89*' ' FY 89-90 FY 90-91

PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0
OPERATING EXPENSES 0 0 0
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0 0
OTHER CHARGES 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0

TOTAL 0 0 0

MAJOR REPAIR & CONSTR. 0 0 0

POSITIONS f#’) 0 0 0

2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or savings shown in "A.1", including 
the increase or reduction in workload or additional paperwork (number of new 
forms, additional documentation, etc.) anticipated as a result of the implementa
tion of the proposed action. Describe all data, assumptions, and methods used in 
calculating these costs.

Not Applicable.

3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed rule or rule change.

SOURCE FY 88-89 FY 89-90 FY 90-91

STATE GENERAL FUND 0 0 0
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED 0 0 0
DEDICATED 0 0 0
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0
OTHER fSoecifv) 0 0 0

TOTAL

4. Does your agency currently have sufficient funds to implement the proposed 
action? If not, how and when do you anticipate obtaining such funds?

Not applicable. This rule will be enforced in the normal course of agents 
duties.

B. COST OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED.
1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the proposed action on local 

governmental units, including adjustments in workload land paperwork 
requirements. Describe all data, assumptions and methods used in calculating 
this impact.

Presently, agents must call out New Orleans Police Department Officers to write 
violators under the Parish Firearms Discharge Ordinance. This rule will be 
enforced by agents, eliminating the need for N.O.P.D. to respond. It will save 
agents time, and also save N.O.P.D. time and man hours.

2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local governmental unit which will be 
affected by these costs or savings.

N.O.P.D. will realize some slight decrease in time and money spent. Only a very 
minuscule portion of their budget goes to enforcing the parish firearms 
ordinance.

!



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

II. EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS

A. What increase (decrease) in revenues can be anticipated from the proposed 
action?

REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE FY 88-89 FY 89-90 FY 90-91

STATE GENERAL FUND 0 0 0

AGENCY SELF-GENERATED 0 0 0

RESTRICTED FUNDS* 0 0 0

FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0

LOCAL FUNDS 0 0 0

TOTAL 0 0 0
♦Specify the particular fund being impacted.

B . Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or decrease in revenues
shown in "A." Describe all data, assumptions, and methods used in calculat
ing these increases or decreases.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

WORKSHEET

III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR NONGOVERNMENTAL 
GROUPS ' ' "

% '
A. What persons or non-governmental groups would be directly affected by the

proposed action? for each, provide an estimate and a narrative description 
of any effect on costs, including workload adjustments and additional 
paperwork (number of new forms, additional documentation, etc.), they may 
have to incur as a result of the proposed action.

Those persons who currently hunt or shoot in that portion of Orleans Parish 
(in violation of parish ordinance 42-54) will be affected. If they choose 
to continue hunting, they will incur additional costs to procure leases, 
join hunting clubs, or travel to public or̂  private hunting areas. If they 
continue to hunt in the closed area, they may be cited, arrested and fined.

B. Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of any impact on 
receipts and/or income resulting from this rule or rule change to these 
groups.

No impact on income anticipated. Currently there are no leases for hunting 
in the area, and the major landowners have stated they have no intention of 
leasing out their lands. The area is closed by parish ordinance.

IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the proposed action on 
competition and employment in the public and private sectors. Include a 
summary of any data, assumptions and methods used in making these estimates.

Competition on certain wildlife management areas may have a slight increase 
in competition, but it will be negligible, in view of their total usage.



September 25, 1990 APPROVED

AGENDA FOR COMMISSION MEETING

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4 th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th, 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1.
2 .

3.

4.

5.

6 .

7.

8.
9.

1 0.
11.
12.
13. -

14.

15.

16.

Roll Call

Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP)

Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

Emergency Declaration - Establishing the 1990-91 Trapping 
Season

Fishing Policy and Standards
■ yv<.

Calcasieu/Lakes Oyster Season

Gill Net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard
Condrey (Invited)
Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update

Notice of Intent, Mackerel/Cobia

DEQ Permit for Artificial Reef Program

Bond Sale/Building

DNR - Shell Mitigation, Artificial Reef Program

Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish

Monthly Law Enforcement Report



17 Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

18. Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement

19. Secretary's Report to the Commission

OTHER BUSINESS:

Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish

PUBLIC COMMENTS:



DEPAR TM EN T O F  W ILDLIFE AN D  FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  99000 BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

September 25, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Chairman and Members ommission

RE

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle '* 

October Board Meeting

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th, 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

HUGH BATEMAN

2. Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP)

JAMES MANNING

3. Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulation

4. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

5. Declaration of Emergency - Establishing the 1990-91 
Trapping Season

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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September 25, 1990 

JERRY CLARK

6. Fishery Policy and Standards

7. Calcasieu Lake Oyster Season

8. Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update

9. Gill net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard
Condrey/Invited

10. Notice of Intent - Mackerel/Cobia

11. DEQ Permit for Artificial Reef Program

BETTSIE BAKER

12. Bond Sale/Building

13. DNR - Shell Mitigation, Artificial Reef Program 

KELL MCINNIS

14. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish.

WINTON VIDRINE
15. Monthly Law Enforcement Report

VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE

16. Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

17. Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement

18. Secretary's Report to the Commission
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OTHER BUSINESS:

JOE MCPHERSON

19. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Don Puckett 
Kell Mclnnis 
Bettsie Baker 
Jerry Clark 
Wade Byrd 
John Medica 
Division Chiefs



DEPARTM ENT O F W ILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70698 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 60 00 BUDDY ROEMER
GOVERNOR

September 25, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO Chairman and Members ommission

FROM Virginia Van Sickle

RE: October Board Meeting

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th, 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

HUGH BATEMAN

2. Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP)

JAMES MANNING

3. Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulation

4. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

5. Declaration of Emergency - Establishing the 1990-91 
Trapping Season

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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JERRY CLARK

6. Fishery Policy and Standards

7. Calcasieu Lake Oyster Season

8. Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update

9. Gill net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard
Condrey/Invited

10. Notice of Intent - Mackerel/Cobia

11. DEQ Permit for Artificial Reef Program

BETTSIE BAKER

12. Bond Sale/Building

13. DNR - Shell Mitigation, Artificial Reef Program 

KELL MCINNIS

14. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish.

WINTON VIDRINE

15. Monthly Law Enforcement Report 

VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE

16. Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

17. Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement

18. Secretary's Report to the Commission
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OTHER BUSINESS:

JOE MCPHERSON

19. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Don Puckett 
Kell Mclnnis 
Bettsie Baker 
Jerry Clark 
Wade Byrd 
John Medica 
Division Chiefs



Page 2
September 25, 1990

JERRY CLARK

6. Fishery Policy and Standards

7. Calcasieu Lake Oyster Season

8
9 . Notice of Intent - ^Mackerel/cobia (

10. DEQ Permit for Artificial Reef Program

BETTSIE BAKER

11. Bond Sale/Building

12. DNR - Shell Mitigation, Artificial Reef Program 

KELL MCINNIS

13. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish.

WINTON VIDRINE

14. Monthly Law Enforcement Report 

VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE

15. Produce Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

16. Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement

17. Secretary's Report to the Commission 

OTHER BUSINESS:

JOE MCPHERSON

18. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish 

PUBLIC COMMENT:



September 25 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Chairman and Members of Commission

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle

RE: October Board Meeting

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th, 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

HUGH BATEMAN

2. Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistant Program 
(DMAP)

JAMES MANNING

3. Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulation

4. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

5. Declaration of Emergency - Establishing the 1990-91 
Trapping Season
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JERRY CLARK

6. Fishery Policy and Standards

7. Calcasieu Lake Oyster Season

8. Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update

9. Notice of Intent - Mackerel/Cobia

10. DEQ Permit for Artificial Reef Program

BETTSIE BAKER

11. Bond Sale/Building

12. DNR - Shell Mitigation, Artificial Reef Program 

KELL MCINNIS

13. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish.

WINTON VIDRINE

14. Monthly Law Enforcement Report 

VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE

15. Produce Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

16. Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement

17. Secretary's Report to the Commission 

OTHER BUSINESS:

JOE MCPHERSON

18. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish 

PUBLIC COMMENT:



joe McPherson
State Senator 
District 29 

Parish of Rapides 
Wards 1— 9

S  E ' N  A T E
S T A T E  O F  L O U I S I A N A

September 6, 1990

Mr. Warren I. Pol, Chairman
Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
Post Office Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898
Dear Mr. Pol:

706 Main Street 
Mailing Address:

P. O. Box 8131
Pineville, Louisiana 71360-8131 

(318)487-5685

COMMITTEES: 
Agriculture 

Health & Welfare, 
Vice Chairman 

Judiciary C
Transportation, Highways 

and Public Works

I would like to be placed on the agenda of the next Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission meeting to discuss the closure and cut
backs on the hunting of deer with dogs in Rapides Parish. yf/

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

X ,

o
i A

A

Joe McPherson 
Senator 
District 29

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

JM/va

o

r:

r -o  •

c_:r

Or
CJZ-



DEPARTM ENT O F W ILDLIFE AND FISHERIESVIRGINIA VAN SICKLE p o s t  o f f i c e  b o x  m o o o  BUDDY ROEMER
SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 GOVERNOR

PHONE (504) 765-2800

September 19, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M
TO: Sharyn Bateman

FROM: Wade Byrd

SUBJECT: Agenda for October Commission Meeting

^Please add the following items to the agenda for the October 
■r Commission meeting.

^ 1 .  Reconsideration of Rockefeller aircraft replacement —  Bettsie
Baker

2. Marine Fisheries Management Policy —  Jerry Clark CM*

3. Report on effects of produced water discharges on oysters and 
water quality —  Virginia Van Sickle

4. Report on status of state bond sale and guarantee of promised 
monies in exchange for 400 Royal Street property —  Bettsie 
Baker

5. Report on inshore artifical reef water quality permit (DEQ)
and shell due under mitigation requirements (DNR). —  Jerry 
Clark --- -—

cc: Virginia Van Sickle 
Jerry Clark 
Bettsie Baker

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



made on the shell dredgers to provide the mitigation shell. No one 

seems to have a problem with using shell from the dredging 

operation to rebuild Queen Bess Island commented Secretary Van 

Sickle. Mr. Jenkins stated that he has read the negative comments 

on using shell and he wrote a letter back to the department on all 

of the comments which were bogus comments. Dr. Wilson advised that 

the process is now with DEQ. Mr. Jenkins suggested that DEQ be 

invited to the next Commission meeting and give a report. Dr. 

Wilson stated that it may be resolved by then but if not they could
\ h ~attend.V Mr. Jenkins formally requested to Secretary Van Sickle 

that if the permit issue is not resolved by the time of the next 

Commission meeting that the appropriate people from DEQ be invited 

to the meeting to answer questions.

Chairman Pol asked if the shell that DEQ is demanding is the shell 

that is due the department from shell that is already dredged and 

has nothing to do with shell that will be or won't be dredged. 

Mr. Don Puckett answered "yes" and advised that there will be a 

accruing obligation based upon future shell that is dredged but 

there is already an obligation on shell that is accrued. Secretary 

Van Sickle asked if this shell is stockpiled or would they have to 

go out there and gather the shell. Ms. Baker advised that there 

had been a meeting to discuss alternatives that could take the 

place of shell if it was not available and everyone concurred that 

limestone was an acceptable substitute as an alternative mineral. 

The stockpile of shell is very, very low stated Ms. Baker and
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V
everything that is taken out of Pontchartrain is committed. If 

the department were to run up on shell it would have to be taken 

from the central coast area and would be oyster shell. Chairman 

Pol asked if the reefs could be built with a different product 

other than shell. Dr. Wilson stated "limestone" for sure. 

Secretary Van Sickle stated that in the offshore reef program the 

big profile old rigs can be used but they cannot be used inshore. 

There is almost one and a half million dollars in the bank that 

will pay for the program and the people to manage it? in perpetuity 

is what is planned, and within a year there will be another million 

dollars which can be used for fisheries research and other things 

the Commission and department would like to look at in the future 

that could grow out of this program.

Mr- .Tanking stated to let's make sure to get DEQ to the next 

meeting. Secretary Van Sickle commented that she thought that DNR 

should also attend the meeting as they are negotiating the shell 

mitigation. DEQ does the permit. Secretary Van Sickle asked Ms. 

Baker to remind her of this as this needs to be done very quickly.

At this point in the meeting Secretary Van Sickle recognized the 

Director from California, Pete Bontadelli who was in New Orleans 

to join all the other state directors for the International 

conference.

52



that the Commission address this again. Since Mr. McCall was the
t>.Commissioner who brought this up and was not able to attend this 

meeting, Secretary Van Sickle asked that the Commissioners, at the 

next Commission meeting, reconsider this particular item. She also 

asked that they read Mr. Puckett's letter and if there is not a 

clear understanding of who does what regarding equipment, 

personnel, and basically running the day to day operations of the 

department there will continue to be problems.

Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Kell Mclnnis to summarize the status 

of the Atchafalaya Delta manpower and equipment allocations to 

bring the Commission up-to-date.

Mr. Mclnnis reported that last year at the request of the 

Commission the department took a look at the Atchafalaya Delta and 

its operation. Secretary Van Sickle directed the Fur and Refuge 

Division to prepare some information for her review, a long term 

management plan for the operation of that facility, and took a 

close look at the equipment that was assigned to that particular 

area. A plan was received but sent back for further work and it 

still needs to be refined to some extent. It cannot be a rigid 

document because of the interactions with the Corps of Engineers 

and other outside parties to the department. Mr. Jenkins yesterday 

had asked a question about the status of the Atchafalaya Delta boat 

stated Mr. Mclnnis. The crew boat has been utilized in cooperative 

efforts with the Law Enforcement Division. A great deal of the

77



V
DEQ is proposing some new regulations and at the next meeting

\)<i-
Secretary Van Sickle would like to set aside fifteen minutes to let 

them present to the Commission the findings of a study that they 

have just completed on the "Effects of Produced Water Discharges 

on Oysters and on Water Quality". They have some startling results 

and Secretary Van Sickle would really like the Commissioners to 

listen to this report and take a position on it. The public 

comment period will be opened through December and DEQ is basically 

proposing that within four years all discharging be phased out.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that Louisiana is hosting a conference 

starting today, in New Orleans, of the International Association 

of Fish and Wildlife Agencies with all the state game and fish 

directors from around the country attending and also includes 

Canada, Mexico, Taiwan, etc. Secretary Van Sickle invited the 

Commissioners to attend the meeting and meet some of the people.

Mr. Vujnovich stated he would like to point out something about the 

oyster season. The first time he and Dr. Clark went out to oyster 

areas they could not find any oysters. They went another day and 

were well equipped. The Black Bay area, which has been closed for 

a year, is now producing plentiful oysters which means that with 
a little management and proper conservation along with enforcement 

personnel doing their job that there is a future in the seafood 

industry. Mr. Vujnovich stated that he personally is very happy 

about what he has seen and if it is handled right there will be a
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September 21, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Chairman and Members of Commission

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle

RE: October Board Meeting

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4 th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th, 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

^  2. Produced Water Discharge^ Proposed Regulations by the 
Department of Environmental Quality

HUGH BATEMAN

3. Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistant Program 
(DMAP)

JAMES MANNING

4. Emergency Declatation - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulation

5. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

6. Declaration of Emergency - Fur Harvest Program



JERRY CLARK

7. Fishery Policy and Standards

8. Calcasieu Lake Oyster Season

^ drtX Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update 

arfT Notice of Intent - Mackerel/Cobiar
U •BETTSIE
r Tf:
V V

WINTON VIDRINE

Bond Sale/Building

1̂ 3. Monthly Enforcement Report

VIRGINIA VAN SIC
P /V»i4 Secretary’s Report to the Commission

•'e  (-<3VxS \ q) C v e v lK  O W

OTHER BUSINESS:
" Y w S  cu cLu-_ vj/ o U , ^  A -

P e w  ^
PUBLIC COMMENT:

Don Puckett 
Kell Mclnnis 
Bettsie Baker 
Jerry Clark 
Wade Byrd 
John Medica 
Division Chiefs



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  8 8000 BUDDY ROEMER
GOVERNOR

September 19, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO Sharyn Bateman

FROM: Wade Byrd

SUBJECT Agenda for October Commission Meeting

Please add the following items to the agenda for the October 
Commission meeting.

1. Reconsideration of Rockefeller aircraft replacement —  Bettsie 
Baker

2. Marine Fisheries Management Policy —  Jerry Clark

3. Report on effects of produced water discharges on oysters and 
water quality —  Virginia Van Sickle

4. Report on status of state bond sale and guarantee of promised 
monies in exchange for 400 Royal Street property —  Bettsie 
Baker

5. Report on inshore artifical reef water quality permit (DEQ) 
and shell due under mitigation requirements (DNR). —  Jerry 
Clark

cc: Virginia Van Sickle 
Jerry Clark 
Bettsie Baker

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



DEPARTM ENT O F W ILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE p o s t  o f f ic e  b o x  9aooo BUDDY ROEMER

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 GOVERNOR
PHONE (504) 765-2800

September 24, 1990

TO: SHARYN BATEMAN, OFFFICE 

FROM: JAMES MANNING, FUR & : 

SUBJECT: COMMISSION MEETING

WILDLIFE

GENOA

The following items are submitted for inclusion on the agenda 
for the October meeting of the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission:

1. Emergency Resolution - Establishing the 1990-91 trapping 
season.

2. Emergency Resolution - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations.

3. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Regulations.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



VnaiNkfc VAN SICKLE 
SECRETARY

j&tate of ^Eoutstana

DEPARTMENT OF WIUXJFE AND FISHERIES 
P. 0 . Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
504/765-2800

September 6, 1990

V>syv'-,—_ »>

p A \ -  c 
t o

BUCOY A06UER 
GOVERNOR

MEMORANDUM

TO: Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary

FROM: Jerry Clark, Assistant Secretary, Office of Fisheries

Enclosed are the Fishery Policy, Standards and Definitions for adoption by 
the Commission. I have also attached a copy of what was adopted by the Marine 
Finfish Panel so that you may compare them. If you concur with the Fishery 
Policy, Standards and Definitions with the changes that I have made, then we can 
show them to the Commission for adoption at any time in the future.

JEC:csg

rj— i

r°

An Equal Opportunity Employer



R E C E I V E D  

SEP -  51990
ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
OFFICE OF FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 6000

BATON ROUGE. LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

BUDDY ROEMEA GOVERNOR

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecretary and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

f l L w i / U ; .  • - j ; .-kJ-

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY
DEPAR TM EN T O F W ILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 80 00

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

BUDDY ROEMER GOVERNOR

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of
Fisheries, Undersecr

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda..

Thank you for your cooperation1

’Ll fC

w s /sb
y{/o/.'<£ £>/*Jst&j JL 

C : Don Puckett
Bob Dennie

Q-r-Cfj D r  l O o ^ l  /v« l*it

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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DEPARTM ENT O F W ILD LIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY BATON ROUGE. LA. 70898 

PHONE (504) 765-2800

R O S T O F F IC E  B O X  M 0 0 0 3UDDY ROEMER GOVERNOR

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecr and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

RE:

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle \j

Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

W S /sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 
SECRETARY

DEPARTM ENT O F W ILD LIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  »eooo BUDDY ROEMER

BATO N ROUGE, LA. 70898 GOVERNOR
PHONE (504) 765-2800

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of
Fisheries, Undersecretary and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If vou do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal. ,

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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DEPARTM ENT O F W ILD LIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY BATON ROUGE. LA. 70698 

PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 8 0 0 0  . iv .BUDDY ROEMER GOVERNOR

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecr and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

RE:

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle \] v ̂

Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal. ,

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

Bob Dennie

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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DEPARTM ENT O F W ILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY BATO N ROUGE, LA. 70898 

RHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  6 6 0 0 0 BUDDY ROEMER GOVERNOR ,

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecr and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

RE

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle \j V ̂

Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

W S / s b

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 

SECRETARY
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 8 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

RE:

TO:

FROM

Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecr and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

Virginia Van Sickle

Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If vou do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

C : Don Pu
u'Bob De____

WS /sb

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



S T A T E  O F  L O U I S I A N A

S E N A T E

joe McPherson 708 Moin Street

Stote Senotor 
District 29 

Perish of Rapides 
Words 1— 9

Mailing Address:
P. O. Box 8131

Pinevifle, Louisiana 71360-8131 
(318) 487-5685

September 6, 1990
COMMITTEES:

Agriculture
Health & Welfare,

Vice Chairman 
Judiciary C

Mr, Warren I. Pol, Chairman Tronsportotion, Highwaysi i v i i v i f #  myiiv
ond Public WorksLouisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

Post Office Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898
Dear Mr. Pol:

I would like to be placed on the agenda of the next Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission meeting to discuss the closure and cut
backs on the hunting of deer with dogs in Rapides Parish.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Joe McPherson 
Senator 
District 29

xc: Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

JM/va



ynOUM VAN 8O0£ 
IECA6TARY

^ ta te  of 'pdouxstana

DEPARTMENT O F ^ W ^ D U ^ A N D  FISHERIES

Baton Rouge, LA 70596-9000 
504/765-2800

OFFICE OF FISHERIES 
PHONE (504) 765-2801

BUDDY AOEMEfl 
OOVEFNOA

TELECOMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL SHEET

TO:
a t  s e n

DATE: <f(j

TIME: ty.'D *3

NUMBER OF PAGES 
FOLLOWING:

FROM:
/ 3 > a  f e / ^ a n

(76 S -  £  P O C

SUBJECT:
/ S> S / o *n

SHOULD YOU HAVE QUESTIONS, PLEASE CALL (504) 765-2801

MESSAGES: f ? ' ? # / / ? # / /^Vv4>>-
' /  y C<jhc<£

j?yi

A  o

An Equal Opportunity Employer



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE SECRETARY

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  6 6000

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

BUDDY R0EMER GOVERNOR

September 4, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO Deputy Secretary, Assistant Secretary Office of 
Fisheries, Undersecr and Office of Wildlife Chiefs

FROM: Virginia Van Sickle \j M /

Commission Meeting Agenda - October 4-5, 1990

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Friday, September 21st. any agenda items your Office may 
have for the October 4-5, 1990, Commission meeting to be held in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 2000 Quail 
Drive. If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return 
memo and indicate this on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add 
anything to the agenda that requires commission action after we 
have published the agenda in the state journal. ,

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

W S / s b

C : Don Puckett
Bob Dennie

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

NEWS RELEASE
VIRGINIA V A N  SICKLE 

Secretary
CONTACT 
(504) 765-2919

AGENDA FOR OCTOBER WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEETING
The next regular meeting of the Louisiana Wildlife and 

Fisheries Commission will be at 2 p.m. on Thursday, Oct. 4, in 
the Louisiana Room of the the Wildlife and Fisheries building, 
2000 Quail Drive, Baton Rouge, La.

The meeting will continue at 9 a.m. Friday, Oct. 5, at the 
same location.
The following will be on the agenda:

1. Roll call.
2. Approval of minutes of Sept. 6-7, 1990.
3. Notice of intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 

(DMAP).
4. Emergency declaration - Fox/coyote hunting preserve 

regulations.
5. Notice of intent - Fox/coyote hunting preserve 

regulations.
6. Emergency declaration - Establishing the 1990-91 

trapping season.
7. Fishing policy and standards.
8. Calcasieu/Sabine lakes oyster season.
9.. Gill net selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard

Condrey (invited).
10. Spotted seatrout sampling results - update.
11. Notice of intent, mackerel/cobia.

12. DEQ permit for Artificial Reef Program.

. 13. Bond sale/building.
14. DNR - shell mitigation, Artificial Reef Program.
151 Notice of.intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish -

Enforcement of parish hunting ordinance and/or total 
closure of hunting season for certain areas in Orleans 
Parish.

16. Monthly Law Enforcement report.
17. Produced water discharge: Proposed regulations by the

Department of Environmental Quality,
18. Reconsideration of Rockefeller aircraft replacement.
19. Secretary's report to the Commission.

OTHER BUSINESS:
20. ..Hunting of deer with dogs in Rapides Parish.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE. LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 8000 BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

September 27, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

TO:

FROM:

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 

Sharyn

RE: October Commission Meeting

The following are to be presented at the October Commission meeting 
for action:

2. Notice of Intent, Mackerel/Cobia

3. Notice of Intent, Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish, Hunting 
Ordinance

4. Notice of Intent, Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Regulations

5. Emergency Declaration, Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

6. Emergency Declaration, 1990-91 Trapping Season

If you should have any questions concerning these let me know.

1. Notice of Intent, Deer Management Assistance Program

sb

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



DEPARTM ENT O F W ILD LIFE AND FISHERIES
VIRGINIA VAN SICKLE 

SECRETARY BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  96000 BUDDY ROEMER
GOVERNOR

September 27, 1990

M E M O R A N D U M

RE:

TO:

FROM:

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary

Sharyn Bateman

October Commission Meeting

The following are to be presented at the October Commission meeting 
for action:

1. Notice of Intent, Deer Management Assistance Program

2. Notice of Intent, Mackerel/Cobia

3. Notice of Intent, Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish, Hunting 
Ordinance

4. Notice of Intent, Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Regulations

5. Emergency Declaration, Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

6. Emergency Declaration, 1990-91 Trapping Season

7. Notice of Intent, Fisheries Policy, Standards and Definitions 
for Saltwater Finfish Resources

8. Emergency Declaration, Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes 1990-91 Oyster 
Season

If you should have any questions concerning these let me know.

sb

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

NEWS RELEASE
VIRGINIA V A N  SICKLE 

Secretary
C ONTACT 
(504) 765-2919

90-141 9/27/90

AMENDED AGENDA FOR WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEETING

The next regular meeting of the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission will be at 2 p.m. on Thursday, Oct. 4, in 
+the Louisiana Room of the the Wildlife and Fisheries building, 
2000 Quail Drive, Baton Rouge, La.

The meeting will continue at 9 a.m. Friday, Oct. 5, at the 
same location.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Roll call.

2. Approval of minutes of Sept. 6-7, 1990.

3. APA changes and Department procedures.

4. Notice of intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP).

5. Emergency declaration - Fox/coyote hunting preserve 
regulations.

6. Notice of intent - Fox/coyote hunting preserve 
regulations.

7. Emergency declaration - Establishing the 1990-91 
trapping season.

8. Proposed fishery policy and standards.

9. Emergency declaration - Calcasieu/Sabine lakes oyster 
se a s o n .

10. Gill net selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard
Condrey (invited).

11. Spotted seatrout sampling results - update.

(more)



v

(amended, add 1)

12. Notice of intent, mackerel/cobia.

13. Permit for Artificial Reef Program/Shell Mitigation.

14. Bond sale/building (Friday o n l y ) .

15. Notice of intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish -
Enforcement of parish hunting ordinance and/or total 
closure of hunting season for certain areas in Orleans 
Parish. _ . .

16. Monthly Law Enforcement re p o r t .

17. Produced water discharge: Proposed regulations by the
Department of Environmental Q u a l i t y .

18. Secretary's report to the Commission.

OTHER B U S I N E S S :

19. Hunting of deer with dogs in Rapides P a r i s h .

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

-30-



AGENDA
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 
OCTOBER 4-5, 1990

1.

2.
Roll Call

Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990. n  . ;

Notice of Intentu- Deer Management Assistance Pregram ^  < v, if- 
(DMAP) - Hugh Bateman/ft'w** -> ^ \ t**r *

3^

i r-

4.

5.

6 .

7.

8.

9.

Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations - James Manning

Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations - James Manning

Emergency Declaration - Establishing the 19M-91 
Trapping Season - James Manning

-cf
"Metiaaa ^#e4 i ill " ^Fishery Policy and Standards - Jerry 
Clark A

Emergency Declaration - Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes Oyster 
Season - Ron Dugas

Gill Net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard Condrey
(Invited)

Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results, Update -

Notice of Intent, Mackerel/Cobia - Jerry Clark

-BBQ Permits for Artificial Reef Program/-
<»jber

Bond Sale/Building - Bettsie Baker ( V / u c ^

15. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish -
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish - Kell Mclnnis

16. Monthly Law Enforcement Report - Winton Vidrine

17. Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the
Department of Environmental Quality - Virginia Van Sickle

18. ̂ -Reconsideration of Rockefeller Aircraft Replacement -
. Virginia *--- -----

la_ruy.
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October 4-5, 1990

19. Secretary's Report to the Commission - Virginia Van 
Sickle

OTHER BUSINESS: ^

20. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish - Senator Joe 
McPherson

PUBLIC COMMENTS:



October 1, 1990

The next regular public board meeting as set by the Commission 
will be at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 4th, 1990, at the 
Wildlife and Fisheries Building, Louisiana Room, 2000 Quail Drive, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

On Friday, October 5th; 1990, the meeting will be continued 
at the same location at 9:00 a.m.

The following will be on the agenda:

1. Roll Call

2. Approval of Minutes of September 6-7, 1990

3. APA Changes and Department Procedures

4. Notice of Intent - Deer Management Assistance Program 
(DMAP)

5. Emergency Declaration - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

6. Notice of Intent - Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve 
Regulations

7. Emergency Declaration - Establishing the 1990-91 Trapping 
Season

8. Proposed Fishery Policy and Standards

9. Emergency Declaration - Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes Oyster 
Season

10. Gill Net Selectivity: Report from Dr. Richard
Condrey (Invited)

11. Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results - Update

12. Notice of Intent, Mackerel/Cobia

13. Permit for Artificial Reef Program/Shell Mitigation

14. Bond Sale/Building (Friday Only)

15. Notice of Intent - Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - 
Enforcement of Parish Hunting Ordinance and/or Total 
Closure of Hunting Season for Certain Areas in Orleans 
Parish

16. Monthly Law Enforcement Report

17. Produced Water Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the
Department of Environmental Quality ^

18. Secretary's Report to the Commission

AMENDED AGENDA FOR COMMISSION MEETING

OTHER BUSINESS:

19. Hunting of Deer with Dogs in Rapides Parish

PUBLIC COMMENTS:



FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.^i, 1 990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES S A L E S / S E R V I C E  * I

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE ,FEET-.'
I EMPLOY 3 - " PEOPLE, SUPPORTING / FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY "%) %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR l ^  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / ̂ YEARS A  

IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 

°IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

MEMO

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT.^<3 , 1 990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING L  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY 9 0  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR % 3  YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR Jt 7  YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEP.T-, WHEN
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC----  >IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE I
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. V  SQUARE FEET

RESPECTFULLY,



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. 4/) 0 SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY c/- PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY )07) %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR^ ? ^  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FORq ?-6 YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS’ LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.JlZL, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX, j ^  S Q U A R E  FEET.
I EMPLOY S i  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY |yfr %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR g  gT YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT. j>0_, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY I
_____  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. * ~ 7 £ ) D  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY S' PEOPLE, SUPPORTING ^  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY 3  MEMBER FAMILY.

U lTHE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY /)( J %
■ OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY F0R<^/O_ YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ̂  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE., THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 

°IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

ISPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1 989/1 990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX.c * 7 6 6  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING #  0  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY % r Q  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR / ̂  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / *•/- YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.J^, 1990

/kffs (?/ /V/J • BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

c

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS’ LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.3 / , 1990

n  THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY 
/ l ^ ^ mUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY _____
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY 3
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY //4 %

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT

PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
I FMEMBER'FAMILY.

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR C  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ^ .YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 

6 IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. x

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT . J b 1 990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY * I
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________
I EMPLOY ^2 PEOPLE, SUPPORTING /__ FAMILIES.

SQUARE FEET. 
MY BUSINESS

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY 
THE SPECKLED TROUT

H - MEMBER FAMILY.
ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF. OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ^^YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS, THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA
COASTAL AREAS.

" V

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT * 5 . 1 990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY I
_____  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPRO£. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY ^  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING ' T  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY 7  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY ̂ 6  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON.BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND, STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR o/ g  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / S  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME

Rt. 1. Box 163 La. Hwy, 1 
Golden Meadow. LA 7 0 3 5 7  

5 0 4  3 9 6 - 2 6 7 6



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1 989/1 990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT .^6, 1 990

THE/yiMBLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY I
agaVWa Jl BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO TJJE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. / SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY y __ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING ^  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY 3 MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY $  tL %

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY

YEARS.BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY,

- U k l l Q

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEFTT___, 1990O c A r  3 ^  i q ^ O
j-xiu j.rix̂  jjui’iujTHE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE I
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. —--- SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY 3  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY Id MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY (U(/(r) %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR (^  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR /f) YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY,

6
BUSINESS NAME c. owww'erc.vS-



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT 1990

THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY 7 Q  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR *ZJC> YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR 'ZO YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY
PEOPLE, SUPPORTING

MEMBER FAMILY.



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. / %  1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY * I
r, J u s t n e s s, my business provides s a l e s/service

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ^ / q SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY /  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING* o ?  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %

-OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR ̂ ?JjP YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 

°IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE ANti MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: LEEVILLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

I EMPLOY ___ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY f *  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY 
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF. OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND. STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR ̂  0  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS ̂ SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / S  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

1990

C  /iyu,r > A ̂ BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX

MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
SQUARE FEET.

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. 1 990 i

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
_______________  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. /?/) O  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY w S  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY 2-^ %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS. AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS. '■
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR 3  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. :.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

/
RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM; GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR 
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY * I
__ BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY _____ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING _____ FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY ̂  D  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR $  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO
t

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.J^, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
_______________  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________ SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY _____ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING _____ FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY _____ MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY _____%
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR _____ YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ___ YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT._15_, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY 
C W  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY i$LO PEOPLE, SUPPORTING <yL/) FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY t f d  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR y  YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT./ff , 1990 :

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED. THIS COMMUNITY FOR 3  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING / FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:
Bine Spatdz,

Bax 650
Qnond £Q44UU*Ma 7035S



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT. 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY * I
_____  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
V  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING *7 FAMILIES. MY BUSINESSI EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY <3_ MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR Y  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ̂ £5 YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. <

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT._[3_f 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS. :■
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET. 
I EMPLOY 1Q  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESFAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY o2 MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

S E P T . 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY 
A/// BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

SQUARE FEET. 
MY BUSINESS

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________
I EMPLOY _____ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING 2-- FAMILIES.
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR V  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

BUSINESS NAME:

RESPECTFULLY



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. /9 , 1990 , i

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
/l4 ______  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. / T O O  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY S" PEOPLE, SUPPORTING J  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY J £" %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS . .
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR S '  YEARS AND MY ■ 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR S  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:
ftic. ^



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. v SQUARE FEET.

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS. ■:
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR $  /  YEARS AND MY y ' 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR V  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT 1 990

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING 
PORT OF MY ^  M:

M Y  BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY / O  %

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT._^X, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY In PEOPLE, SUPPORTING (p FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR 5 "  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR -5 YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1 9.89/1 990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY fyg'' %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT. 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR 3 * 7  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR 3 f  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. ! ̂  1 990

THE implem:

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ______
I EMPLOY _____ PEOPLE, SUPPORTING 3  FAMILI
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY h y L k ^ MEMBER FAMILY.
I EMPLOY

________  SQUARE FEET.
FAMILIES.• MY BUSINESS

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1 989/1-990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT._r2_, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY L& MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY Q  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR _____  YEARS AND MY

IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. : .

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.

FAMILIES. MY BUSINESSI EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING

BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT, /d, 1 990

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
S/ZA Fpod_______  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY / 2- PEOPLE, SUPPORTING /  2- FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY L  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY Q  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR ? S YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS .

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.^_, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________ SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY Lc PEOPLE, SUPPORTING (p FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY (^ MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY ^  t) %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR ^  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

MEMO

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT.J^, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY 
^ BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING ^  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY Q n  %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS. •'
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR J5" YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR 5^ YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. •

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR j YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR / s '  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. 1 1990

MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ______
I EMPLOY PEOPLE, SUPPORTING _____ FAMILI
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY * 7 MEMBER FAMILY.

________ SQUARE FEET.
FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS

RESPECTFULLY

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. 1990

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE; IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDIISTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ______ _ SQUARE FEET.
___  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING __^I EMPLOY FAMILIES MY BUSINESS

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY $/) %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUN^Y ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR _3/^YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULLY,

3 /
BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

S E P T . / ^  1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY 
/  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. / i ~ SQUARE J?LET.
I EMPLOY jg PEOPLE, SUPPORTING £  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY _____ MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY _____%
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR S '  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

S & S T  %, J WBUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT. 1 990 . 5

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
________________ BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY _____  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING _____  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY _____  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY _____ %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR _____  YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ___ YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT./£_, 1 990 , :*

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
sy] a -r& )______  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. ________  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY _____  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING _____  FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY _____  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY _____ %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR / Q YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR ^  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS. >

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
.SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT._/%, 1990

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX.
I EMPLOY $  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING ^
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY ^  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY

SQUARE FEET. 
FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS

%
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

BUSINESS NAME



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVIC I

V  /  /  _ ____________  _ _  _________  X V / 0 7 / n __________________

OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR^"/Q^'YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT./ 7 , 1 990

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. 
I EMPLOY C? PEOPLE, SUPPORTINGI EMPLOY C? PEOPLE, SUPPORTING MY
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY cr^ MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY/ - ^  %

RESPECTFULLY,

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT./ 7, 1990 I

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
/ W business . MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

-  - .................... - - .........SQUARE FEET.TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX, _
I EMPLOY /n PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY 0̂ ^ 5 %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR C & ?  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RESPECTFULL

BUSINESS



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SEPT./7, 1990

O
THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY I

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 
TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY 7 p  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING /y? FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MYT ^ f  MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR A P P R O X I M A T E L Y %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR cl f YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

£

RESPECTFULLY

____

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

SEPT./ r7, 1990

TB^ IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY
SINESS . MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE 

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. s J V & Q  SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY /f) PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY qJ? MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR <x3 /  YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS.
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN, 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. /QQ<0 SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY ^  PEOPLE, SUPPORTING FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS

THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY, 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR YEARS AND MY
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR 7  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.

RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

1990

BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE * I

IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.

BUSINESS NAME:



MEMO

FROM: GRAND ISLE COMMUNITY BUSINESS' LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR
SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN

SUBJECT: EMERGENCY ACTION ON 1989/1990 SPECKLED TROUT
RECREATIONAL ALLOCATION AND COMMERCIAL QUOTA

5EPT./£_, 1990

TO: LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION MEMBERS & DEPT.

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ACTION WOULD BE A DETRIMENT TO MY I
_____  BUSINESS. MY BUSINESS PROVIDES SALES/SERVICE

TO THE INDUSTRY AND CONSISTS OF APPROX. SQUARE FEET.
I EMPLOY A//U- PEOPLE, SUPPORTING / FAMILIES. MY BUSINESS 
IS THE SOLE SUPPORT OF MY MEMBER FAMILY.
THE SPECKLED TROUT FISHERMEN ACCOUNT FOR APPROXIMATELY %
OF MY SALES/SERVICE. ON BEHALF OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMY 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX REVENUE, I HOPE YOU WILL GIVE CAREFUL AND 
NON-PARTISAN CONSIDERATION TO ANY FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS THAT 
WILL JEOPARDIZE THE FISHING INDUSTRY, MY COMMUNITY AND MY 
BUSINESS.
I HAVE BEEN PART OF THIS COMMUNITY FOR / YEARS AND MY 
BUSINESS HAS SUPPLIED AND SUPPORTED THIS COMMUNITY FOR /  YEARS. 
IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO STATE, THE L.W.F. DEPT. WHEN 
CONSIDERING THIS ACTION MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT OF THEIR PROPOSED ACTIONS. THE NEGATIVE IMPACT ON MY 
BUSINESS WILL BE MEASURABLE AND MULTIPLIED IN ALL OUR LOUISIANA 
COASTAL AREAS.
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MINUTES OF MEETING

<*■

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 
OCTOBER 4-5, 1990

Chairman Warren Pol presiding:

Thursday, October 4, 1990

Houston Foret 
Don Hines 
Jimmy Jenkins 
Bert Jones 
Norman McCall

Secretary Van Sickle was also present. 
Pete Vujnovich was absent.

Friday, October 5, 1990

Houston Foret 
Don Hines 
Jimmy Jenkins 
Bert Jones 
Norman McCall

Secretary Van Sickle was also present.
Pete Vujnovich was absent.

A motion was made by Mr. Jenkins for approval of the Sept 
6-7, 1990 Minutes of the Commission Meeting. The
seconded by Mr. Jones and passed unanimously.

The Revised Administrative Procedure kct (APA) was/explained 
by Mr. Mike Landrum> Legal Counsel, to the Commission./Mr. Landrum 
pointed out that with the revised APA it now takes abound 154 days 
_a£_£Qmpared to 90 days to promulgate j a rule / starting from 
submission of the Fiscal and Economic Impact State to publication 
of the final Rule. This is causing proposed rules to be brought 
before the Commission again after their original submission to the 
Commission. The department is proposing that these rules be 
brought to the Commission initially through a notice of intent or 
declaration of emergency and not com&ag back to them before the 
rule is ready for final passage. All the administrative steps that 
need to take place in between the submission of the rule to th 
Commission to the final rule would be taken care of by 
department. This will be taken care of, on a case by case bas 
with the resolutions that are submitted with a notice of intent or 
emergency declaration that will include language to allow the 
department to do what is necessary along the way to take the rule
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through the process until final action at which time it will be 
brought barck to the Commission, explained Mr. Landrum.

Mr.yPol asked Mr. Landrum and the department to proceed along 
hk bases that had just been explained and stated that the 

Commission did not have any objections to this proposal.

\
4

At Friday's meeting Secretary Van Sickle introduced Mr. Kerry 
St. Pe', biologist, from DEQ who gave a report on Produced Water 
Discharge: Proposed Regulations by the Department of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) . At the last Commission meeting that was held in New 
Orleans Secretary Van Sickle informed the Commissioners that the 
Department of Environmental Quality was proposing regulations that 
would phase out the discharge of brines in coastal Louisiana and 
that the department had a long history of being on record together 
with the National Marine Fisheries Service, the Gulf Council, the 
Gulf Sates Marine Fisheries Commission and others in supporting the 
Department of Environmental Quality in this bold move. Secretary 
Van Sickle suggested, at that time, that this might be something 
that the Commission would also like to consider supporting and 
asked that the Department of Environmental Quality's representative 
attend the next Commission meeting and present the proposal. The 
department has been on record for a couple of years trying to 
support DEQ in this action. Secretary Van Sickle stated that she 
wished Mr. Vujnovich was at the meeting because she is particularly 
concerned about shellfish.

Mr. St. Pe1 presented a slide presentation along with his 
report on produced water discharge. The report was released in 
July of 1990 and the target of the study was produced waters wtu. 
are liquid discharges from the oil industry and is basically highly 
saline water that is pulled up from the underground foWations

___along with the oil. This is a waste product that is/discharged
undet—current regulations legally to brackish and sa^dfne marshes. 
Past experiences with produced water as a waste have/aealt with the 

v saline n aWse more obvi<highly obvious effects on vegetation.
Particularly targeted were discharges into poorly flushed systems 
pointed out Mr. St. Pe'. These are systems that are not subject 
to very strong direct tidal movements but do drain into systems 
that are very well flushed. There were four different study sites 
observed throughout southeast Louisiana coastal areas. These sites 
were the Le Rhet Oil and Gas field in Terrebonne Parish, Bully Camp 
Oil Field in LaFourche Parish north of the Pointe Au-Chien Wildlife 
Management Area, Delta Farms in LaFourche Parish and Washington 
Lake in Plaquemines Parish. At all the sights the effluent 
salinity was looked at and nine stations along transects were 
examined that radiated from the point source discharge (end of 
pipe). There was a reference site in each case that was unaffected 
by the discharge directly. The Le Rhet site discharged about four 
hundred and sixty two barrels of brine per day and was the lowest 
volume of all the four study sites. The salinity was a hundred and 
thirty eight parts per thousands as compared to fully strength 
seawater which is thirty five parts per thousands. The/Delta Farm

3



volume, discharge rate whistudy site was the largest
thirteen (thousand /ana a half /barrels (per dayfof brine). Acqbrding 
to 1986 Tigures there are/^about two million barrels of brine 
discharged daily into coastal Louisiana waters. The Bully Camp 
site discharge rate was approximately one thousand barrels/of brine 
per day. The receiving streams salinities were about eight part 
per thousand with the effluent salinity being about a hundred and 
fifty parts per thousand#. Lake Washington in Plaquemines Pari^i

■v
i.

^had a discharge rate of approximately one thousand barrels per^day y  
ofsbrine. The salinity was about a hundred and ninety two zfarts y/ 
per thousand. The hydraulic behavior of produced water was/looked 
into, ̂ llie reason for this was because the p r o d u c e / w a t e r / ^  
saline that they are much denser than a receiving stream, actualj^f 
much heavier and sink to the bottom. In past investigations o^-the 
effluents, an\increase in the receiving stream salinities frequently 
_co.ul-d_ner be measured even though the salinity of the effluent was 
extremely highland should have been able to detect. gEQ wanted to 
get an idea of t,he degree of stratification, or lay*
Dfaters^ discharge. A core sampler was developed wh^ 
tube with a slot cut into it and sealed with silldone. Thj^cillows 
for a core sample to be pulled and also remove/sub-samples of the 
overlying water at any level desired. The samples' were analyzed 
for chloride* content which is the dominant s^lf in produced water.
The resulps'were plotted at each of the stations. Instrumentation 
used—over the past years to investigate Were unable to detect the 
rising salinities because the chloride* levels or the salinities 
were being aff.ected'"'bSirqw the level at which the machines could 
detect^.^—-^Another things that was looked at was the radiu 
activities in the effluents and sediments around the sediment 
fn all cases tifce radium was high. The soils collected in the study 
pattern showed extremely high levels in the sediments nearest to 
the outCfall with gradually decreasing levels leaving away from the 
out^falY. The Le Rhet site referenced 2.7. The Delta Farm site 
'd'idYiot accumulate the amount of radium that was seen at the other 
sights. It is believed that the reason for this is because of the 
extremely organic nature of these soils and there have been several 
studies that indicate that organic soils just do not accumulate ^  
radium. Bully Camp site showed a very similar pattern to Le Rhet 
site. Lake Washington also showed extremely high levels of radiumy/ v 
A^-very ~high correlation was seen between the chlorides 
'concentration^, in the sediments and radium activities in sediments.
As in chlorides concentrations that increase with depth into the 
sediments,the data strongly suggest that the radium concentrations 
would^a-l^o increase but DEQ has not looked at this pointed out Mr.
Stv^Pe. 1 The toxicity of the effluents were measured using two ^
organisms (common estuarine shrimp and a sheenhead minnow.)----All- -
the effluents showed a significant amount of torie-ity'. The Bully 
Camp effluent was the most toxic to the shrimp and the less toxic 

g/ to the sheenhead minnow. The toxicity of the sediments weee^also 
x looked at^-and %rsed in the test. Sediments were collected from an 
effeetiw^ statioi/ and a reference station of each of the sites. 

^ / / T h e r e  w*fs a high degree of toxicity measured at the affected
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station and very 1 littLe toxicity measured in the reference 
sediments. A broad /range of chemical/ analysis were r^n 
specifically looking at organic chemicals' in produced waters 
These same tests have Keen done in several/ studies prior to this 
study. Benzine, ptyal^n, ethyl benzine, xylene were all detected 
in each of the effluents. The significants of these organics are— " 
that they are eithen known or suspected carcinogens which is the 
big interest among the scientific community in these chemicalg^ . 
In addition to looking at the effluents themselves / C h e  
accumulations of thesfe organics in sediments around the effluents
were looked at also, 
extremely 
sediments

high conciritrations 
and- tt

There is an indication^  that tefroro te- an1 
of these organics" found— i-n— the- 
traceable to petroleum origins.

Another important part the study was to get an idea of what
might accumulate in organisms that live in these areas where the
effluents are discharge 
ninety eight effluents

d. There are approximately six hundred and 
in Louisiana according to 1986 figures 

within the inter estuaries (oyster growing areas, shrimp nursery 
grounds, etc.). Oysters were collected from the Sister Lake see< 
grounds and cages were built to put seventy five oysters per cag3 
These trays were set out in the vicinity/ -of"'<the effluents at 
varying distances from the actual end^of^the pipe. There was a 
good bit of mortality in some of jbh^oysters. There was a sixty 
four percent loss in the oyster#^trays that were set out in Lake 
Washington. There was some loss at the Le Rhet site also. This »
was not done to test how much loss there would be among the/ / ^ r  
oysters. After thirty days the oysters were harvested and analyzed 9 
for the organic chemicals. The Le Rhet oyster site^picked up ' 
significant amounts of volatiles. All of the cwstSrs with the 
exception of the control picked up the <gfis/in significant 
concentrations. The radium concentrations were also looked at that 
might be picked up by the oysters. One set of oysters did 
accumulate radium at a level of 3.1 which is significant. A lot 
of samples have been performed since the study was released and 
have found some small amounts of radium in some oysters but ĥav.e- 
not found any r a d ^ m^n-*€my--cQinmercial lease. Althou^fi^there are 

ral leasesin the generaT^v^cinity of the^e discharges and 
in the immediate vicinity of thes^v discharges the bottoms are 
extremely contaminated with petroleum^ ’tifoaS-/oysters cannot survive 
in those areas so they would not be available to accumulate radium.
There have been several studies on radium accumulations in 
mollusks. Their body metabolism is geared to picking up similar 
elements (radium is very close in nature to calcium) and they have 
a high^in f i>n ity to accumulate radium and to hold it. The 
significant/of the hydraulic behavior of the study is that the 
salinity, -although it is extremely high and would affect the bio 
that would be exposed, is that this seems to be the mechanism by 
which aO. the pollutants are accumulating in the bottom. The 
effluerits appear to be initially diluted to some small extent but 
the dilution is not enough to overcome the density difference 
betwefen the receiving stream and the effluent thus it sinks to the 
bottom. As the effluents flows through the bottom and over the



bottom they are actually accumulated to levels higher than wh< 
in the actual effluent. This seems to be the mechanism by which 
the sediments are being accumulated and are transported to farther 
stations by other mechanisms/such as storms, .dredging,/^tc.

Mr. St. Pe* stated address allf this D^Q is presently 
in four years, theseproposing regulations that would phase ou\_, ^  

discharges. Currently it is legal to discharge ̂ tAese effluents in 
brackish and saline areas. Louisiana is one pf two states in.^the 
entire country that allow such discharges and the only state^that 
allows the discharge/of produced waters that are produced-actually 
offshore in federal /waters to discharge inshore. This study is one 
of many which shows the problems with produced waters and is not 
the first study showing problems Vittyproduced waters pointed out 
Mr. St. Pe'. Everything that was^lopked at in this study has been 
shown to occur before with the possible exception of the degree of 
stratification. DEQ's proposal will cost^the oil industry money 
and this is why the proposed iregulations/will be phased in over â  
four year period. Virtually the offshore industry will notxbe 
affected by these regulations and will, more or less, be allowed 
to do what they are doing now. Limits will be put on the organics 
and radium, just as limits ar^Z put on all otheryfegulated 
industries by DEQ. Mr. St. Pe1/concluding his report/called for 
questions and stated that they would appreciate any support.

Chairman Pol called for questions from the Commission members. 
Mr. Jenkins asked about the letter to the editor in the Baton Rouge 
paper by Deputy Secretary Henson Moore which basically said that 
he was willing to try to appropriate six hundred thousands dollars 
to a million dollars to LSU to do a study on this problem. DEQ and 
other departments of the state did not seem to be interested in 
this and asked Mr. St. Pe1 to comment on this. Mr. St. Pe1 advised 
that his department's position is that they would welcome any 
additional studies but on the other hand there have been many 
studies done on produced water. If additional studies are to take 
place this is fine but DEQ feels like there is enough information 
to indicate that there are serious problems associated with these 
discharges and that there are significant problems to the fisheries 
of Louisiana. DEQ feels like this should be regulated just as any 
other industry is regulated added Mr. St. Pe'.

Mr. Jenkins pointed out an article that came out yesterday in 
the Wildlife Federation paper "Louisiana Out-Of-Doors" written by 
Attorney General Billy Guste in which he states "that unfortunately 
there has been almost no research on the impacts of the high saline 
waters on the coastal wetlands. Even without extensive research 
it is easy to see the serious impacts some of these discharges are 
having". Mr. Jenkins stated that what Attorney General Guste is 
saying is that there has been no studies either. Mr. St. Pe1 
answered that there has been several studies and does not know 
exactly what Attorney General Guste is-maantag. There have been 
studies done on offshore by API, a study done for Minerals
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consumed. Mr. 
consumption. Nc 
asked what other

Management Services by LUMCON, the industry itself,/Mid-Continent 
Association/ financed a /Study that was done by LUMCON, and the 
recent study by DEQ. Results are scheduled to come/out in November 
at the Minerals Management Information Transfer meeting on another 
study done by LUMCON. /studies on produced water .tiate back to the 
fifties which were not quite as thorough because of the non
availability of equipment to look at organic /chemicals. Mr. 
Jenkins asked about the effects on the fish and wildlife. Mr. St. 
Pe1 answered anything that would affect the organisms that live in 
the sediments would/affect finfish. Mr. Jenkins Iif we were eating 
poison fish. Mr. St. Pe1 answered "no sir" and one thing DEQ1 s 
study did was to indicate that a lot of the pollutants were being 
accumulated in the/bottom sediments. The Minerals Management study 
done by LUMCON had/indicated levels in the water column at stations 
far away from the/effluent. Finfish have the ability to depurate 
the organics. Oysters do not have the ability to depurate th_ 
organics or to break them down but they can purge themselves. 
Unfortunately oysters are not usually depurated before th^y are

Jenkins asked if oysters were check/ before 
t routinely answered Mr. St. Pe'. Mr. Jenkins 
types of fish and are affected besides oysters. 

Mr. St. Pe' adviked that it would affect anything that would live 
the bottom. 'Ŝ ll organisms that form the bottom of the food 

chain. This was not looked at in DEQ's study but was looked at 
in the Minerals Management study and also a study done in Trinity 
Bay, Texas where they demonstrated, about one hundred and fifty 
meters around a particular discharge, a significant reduction or 
absence of these organisms. Each discharge to an area that would 
allow the material to accumulate in bottoms would also result in 
a severe depression to the organic community. Mr. St. Pe1 advised 
that this would affect anything that depends on food to survive. 
It cannot be indicated that fish are dying from organic 
contamination from petroleum discharges but it has been indicated 
that discharges are certainly impacting the environment and it is 
impossible to say how much they are affecting the fisheries in 
Louisiana commented Mr. St. Pe'.

Mr. McCall asked about the fact that Louisiana is the only 
state that allows produced waters to be pumped from offshore to 
inshore and how much of this was being done? Mr. St. Pe' advised 
tkat he did not have the figures in front of him but it was a high 
voluihe discharge. Secretary Van Sickle stated that about thirty 
perceim of these discharges are brines that are pumped onshore from 
the OCS) separated from the petroleum product which is sold. The 
brine is then dumped in the waterways. Thirty percent of one 
billion barrels a year come from the federal outer continental 
shelf...

Dr. Hines a'sked what were the companies going to do with the 
brine in four yean. Mr. St. Pe1 stated that in freshwater ares the 
discharge of brine is presently is prohibited. In these areas 
there is oil production and they sdimply re-inject it back into a
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similar formation. / The technology/is there And it will be an 
additional expense/ Mr. Jenkins asked about the existing wells in 
the saltwater areas and drilling of/injection .wells for pumping the 
brine back in. Secretary Van Sickle advisety that it could be re
entered into existing wells whicli is probably going to be what 
mostly occurs. Mr. St. Pe1 commented that/ fortunately there are 
a lot of wells tliat have been shuti down due/ to lack of significant
oil production ljut in some cases they may/to drill another wel:

Mr. McCall asked if this weee the case then would they have 
to shut down a lot of marketing on properties? MrC/^St. Pe' 
answered that there was a possibility of this being.do

Chairman Pol 
on^ President

called for comments from thexflo 
of the Louisiana Association of

Mr. Wayn 
ndependentyQ

th^fe^
■tr̂ Ehe

asket
rhat the 

'.f he or the 
r^ientific study 
The scientific

Producers^addressed the Commission. The association has a direct 
concern withsthiJs particular regulations/€hat irS^being proposed by 

and t^e Wildlife and Fisheries for several re^Aons. At 
this point in the meeting Secretary Van Sickle pointedyOiit that 
ildlife and Fisheries is not proposing these regulations but they 

orting them. Mr. Harmon Went on to advised that the main 
concerns the association have the cost and the fact that there 
is not scientific proof what damage is being done in what areas. 
Mr. Moore did get involved in this from the fact 
representatives of LABRO went to Washington and sat down 
Deputy Secretary and informed him of what was happening, 
effects would be from DNR's actual figures and 
department could possibly help fund some kind of 
which he agreed to and give it to LSU.
justification for prohibiting the discharge /produced waters i 
very, very important to the association. Officials from btee—15EQ 
and from Wildlife and Fisheries have repeatedly asserted that 
studies show that the highly saline produced water discharges kill 
the marsh. They rely on the LUMCON study which Mr. St. P 
referred to and they rely on DEQ's own study by Mr. St. Pe1 poju£ed 
out Mr. Harmon. The LUMCON study states "it becomes cle^r that

{severa 
ncT̂ ths

on salinity within major segments of the estuaries is 
negligible" and "there was no effect of produced water discharges 
on marsh loss or at least that this effect was very small if at 
all". The St. Pe1s study which was unfortunately an under funded 
DEQ attempt to provide some of the missing scientific justification 
provides in its conclusion "that sample replication necessary for 
making statically valid comparisons was not part of this study 
component". Attorney Guste in a letter to Mr. Moore dated 
September 10, JX990, asserted that produced water discharges have 
"severe detrimental effects on aquatic life and pose a potential 
human health7risk"I With due to the Attorney General,
Mr. Harmon/stated that this is precisely why a scientific study is 
needed, /tfhe LUMCON] study states that "significants and mechanisms

present produced water discharges result in only localize7several___
km at mos£# increases in salinity mainly in bottom waters anci^that 
-the—
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of bio^accumula^ions deserve mo^e iiwdepth study to properly 
investigate the potential for hum^n health and ecological effects 
resulting from the uptake of produced waters, the produced water 
associated contaminants by estuatine organisms". It is known that 

produced waters contain some contaminants and that the levels 
f of concentration vary from discharge point to discharge point but '* 
I - what is not known is how the contaminants are dispersed and diluted 

once they enter the water; d6 they underage transformatiom^bio^^
( degeneration, tiydriculus, photosymphsik, volatilizatign-^ahomany 

other things after they enter the water!; are organi^ms^in the water 
affected by t&ese contaminants and if so wh^t^are the uptake 
pathways; do thW impacted organisms b i o Vcumuj^€e or get rid oftha 
contaminant; what impacts does tn^/^ontaminatipn-— or "the 

-A-_c.pntaminants have on the reproduction^xowth and thfi^mortality of 
T ) the~aguatic lifev most importantly at what concentrations do these 
Vy contaminants constitute a risk to human health and the 

environments# and are the scientific issues that Mr. Moore agreed 
to have DOE provide an estimated six hundred thousand to one 
million dollars to study stated Mr. Harmon. Mr. Moore intended to 
assist the state in providing a proper scientific basis for the 
regulations of produced water discharges and not as asserted by 
some state officials to delay needed regulations. LSU which has. 
the most outstanding wetlands scientists, and fish and wildlife 

CX biologists in the world would do these studies. Another^concern 
\ that the association has is that independents drill ninety percent 
^\of all the onshore wells in Louisiana jurisdiction^^^Thc cost— o 

^  Y^jtehis---â ^est±irrated-by the State— o£-Louiciana debagt
""^fifteen percent— of__the total production in the^we11 andu-wtiuld 

lost if this regulations"^ issued,whioh-io-ttĝ Mr. Moore stated out 
in his letter^to-the-ed±torripe more than oae^half of what was being 
-imported from Kuwait. Vfee "in-house" study jrs^that it will cost
the industry upwards^of/ five hundred and /eighty million— doHra 
plus a hundred and^eighty three million dqllars a year to operate 
these wells^/Tlie industry studies are upward of a billion dollars 
because some two^thousand wells will have to be drilled in order 
to haveTa place^to put the injection. Independents cannot do this 
because they^started work on these and have been working under the 
regulationscaecjjr- in and to come back with that kind of
expense will cause a shut-ifi of a lot of production in the wetlands 
stated Mr. /Harmon. Another concern is /that the wetlands are the 
only place/that independents can go. The major oil companies are 
moving offshore, to frontier areas / and to foreign sources. 
Independents are moving from north/ Louisiana and mid-state 
Louisiana to the south/ and wetlands which is the future of the 
independent oil and gas industry in Louisiana, 

y^^alking/about contamination of fish without knowing the scientific 
^justification concerns the independents a great deal stated Mr. 

HarmorV and/pointed out a wire that was put out by the APA to every 
'in the country telling of contamina£i©n—of— wetiands and 
southwest Louisiana from oil Louisiana does not

newspaper
9\e\k

seafood in
need/ this/kind of/scare. DOE is r̂ 'ot willing to do the million 
dollar study and show scientific justification if these regulations
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are issued and it would be devastating to the state of Louisiana 
devastating to the independent oil and gas industry stated Mr. 
Harmon. Mr. Harmon thinks there could be a/ ecological balance 
reached between Wildlife and Fisheries, the fisheries of this 
state, the independent oil and gas and the major oil and gas 
industry. The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission has a very
important role to play in this and should be taken into 
consideration very strongly. Mr. Harmon advised that if there were 
any questions he would be happy to answer them and that Mr. Kai 
Midboe was attending the meeting with him. Mr. Midboe has been 
hired to help to do a study on the scientific studies, lack of 
study and the economic impact of DEQ's proposed regulation.

-Chairman Pol asked what Mr. Harmon estimated the cost wotQd 
be for drilling one injection well. Mr. Harmon stated that ^  in 
the wetlands areas it is going to cost between a hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars to two hundred and eighty thousand dollars per 
well. The cost would depend upon how deep you have to go. In 
north Louisiana an injection well can be drilled for twenty five 
thousand to thirty thousand dollars.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary Van Sickle if she would like to 
ask Mr. Harmon any questions. Secretary Van Sickle advised that 
she and Mr. Harmon have talked and that this is not merely a zero 
discharge regulation. This regulation is making the oil companies 
come into compliance with the regulations that every other polluter 
in south Louisiana has had to come into compliance with. The 
department has been active in this along with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission and 
the Gulf Council who just recently took a very strong position on 
this issue. Secretary Van Sickle asked if she might make a 
presentation as to why the department has supported this so 
strongly.

At this time Secretary Van Sickle presented slides and 
described why the departments, both federal and state, have been 
concerned about these discharges. The Environmental Protection 
Agency has a draft notice out to do the same thing that DEQ is 
talking about doing if the state does not do it advised Secretary 
Van Sickle. Discharges are illegal in every other state in the 
country that produces oil and gas except Texas. The Texas 
fisheries director told Secretary Van Sickle last week that he 
thought discharges had been abolished. Secretary Van Sickle stated 
that if there was any she would bet it is less than five percent 
of what Louisiana has. For every barrel of oil that is produced 
in Louisiana there is six barrels of brine produced. These brines 
have been produced since 1901 since the first oil field was 
discovered at Jennings and virtually up until 1965 the regulations 
did not\prohibit the discharge. The Stream Control Commission 
which use to be part of Wildlife and Fisheries in 1965 prohibited 
the discharge of these brines into surface waters in north 
Louisiana because the people were concerned about cows being
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potential health /effects. 
and sa'ld that they would be
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k f / ---T3Tfshore .oil and gas and onshore G  
fields\have been actively develops

>

killed, grass dying /and the 
industry at that, time came oui
of business. TheXpilJ industry \ln north Louisiana now injects their 
waste, just like ninety nine percent: of the oil field waste* in this 
country are treateclL-irr Lo huloUV It is put back down into the 
formation or shallower formatioiy through /a similar hole that is 
used to bring the brine up from the formation at depth. In 
offshore areas and in\coastal Louisiana the brine is basically 
stored first in tank facilities where/then they are separated. 
There are large tank facilities and/ small tank facilities in 
Louisiana. The Lake Washington field that Mr. St. Pe1 was talking 

/ about has about thirteen different discharge locations and it has
>r- a lot of brine going into what use/ to be wetlands pointed out
i % Secretary Van Sickle. Louisrajia produces eighty five percent

shore tTrea^ are more than three hundred 
actively developed the coast line. Offshore 

Louisiana has the most intensively developed outer con£>neTT€aT 
shelf in the world. OCS development was pioneered off o^the coast 

. of Louisiana and every since the product was brought onshore,
X. Louisiana has had a history of bringing brines onshore from OCS
Q^aevelopment for discharge. There are thirty six hundred platforms 

of f g f  the coast of Louisiana and these platforms pump ashore brine 
and oil pointed out Secretary Van Sickle. The discharge points for 
brine are in the brackish, saline and a few in the immediate marsh 
areas. Discharge-far brine has been outlawed throughout the rest 
of the state. In California and Florida it is a criminal offense 
to discharge brine. In the onshore areas the brine is collected 
with the product that is sold via flow lines and then discharged 
into waterways. Terrebonne and Plaquemines Parish which are two 
of the state's major oyster growing and seafood production areag,
are_producing a lot of the brine that is discharged into /the
surface waters. —̂ -Th^re are a hundred and eighty one pipelines 
basically that brings the brine in from the federal/ outer 
continental shelf. There are roughly six hundred and ninety 

t discharge locations and— total-ly— aceumu-l-ateq into the 
coastal wetlands one billion barrels per year. These brines are 
not simply concentrated seawater, the composition and ratio of oil 
field brines compared to seawater is radically different stated 
Secretary Van Sickle. They are calcium rich and toxic to many 

/^/Species. In'-addition they do contain what EPA calls their priority 
pollutants ancuis the basis for the EPA regulations that are ̂ eing 

z proposed if DEQ does not do the job. At LSU^brines^were^looked at
from a hundred and twenty seven different wells in Calcasieu Parish 
and fifty one wells in St. Charles Parish. The ratio of the 
salinity of the brine to seawater was between three and four times 
higher. Secretary Van Sickle explained the effects of brine on 
common marsh plants. The reason the department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries in the past has been concerned about this issue is 
because of its impacts and its potential chronic affects on the 
state's fishery resources stated Secretary Van Sickle and commented 
that she felt very safe in saying that these discharges are 
impacting Louisiana's coastal ecology. Secretary Van Sickle

f
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advised that she woul$ be happy to answer apy questions on behalf 
of the department.

Mr. Harmon stated that he would like to respond. Chairman Pol 
asked Mr. Harmon to please make it as shor^o as possible as they had 
a long meeting ahead of them. He also apked Mr. Harmon to send a 
resume1 of what had been discussed at the meeting to each of the 
Commissioners so that they can review it: before the next meeting.iMr. Harmon stated that the point has been made several times 
at this meeting that Louisiana is on^ of / the only states that» a  u  v i i  j - o  i u c c  L . u . i i y  i .  u v i a j - a  j - o  ' - ' i i ' p  w  j.  ; w i t s  w i » J- j r  <-

\ allowed discharge./ Louisiana is one of /three states that even have 
Xs wetlands where oil and gas is being/ produced. As Mr. Harmon V understands it from the Department of /Natural Resource in Alaska, 
^ ±b the lower part/of Alaska, except Prudo ̂ Bay, allows discharge in 

the wetlands. Ip Prudo Bay this isj not allowed because their 
average well produces eighteen hundred barrels of oil a day and 
this cannot be compared to Louisiana where the average is fifteen 
barrels a day per|well. There is not even a comparison to be made. 
Texas does allow it, Louisiana allows it and the third state allows 
it and there is only three out of fi^ty ithat has the wetlands so 
this is kind of an unfair comparison wkich we say we are the onl 
state in the unioh that allows it commented Mr. Harmon.

• 0

>-

Mr. Harmon a&ked Mr. Kai Midboe to make a few comments. Mr. 
Midboe stated than he would be directSy to the point. All of/the 
cofTbayiination than has been discussed has been basically inf the 
effluent itself. \Npne of these studies have looked at is I this 
material \being bio^ccumulated and most importantly in doing a 
regulatory approach do you do a risk analysis to determine if it 
constitutes a ri^K to either public health or the environment. 
This has never-been done on any of the contaminants being discussed 
commented"Mr. Midboe. The following was read by Mr. Midboe from

^---tfie'Kerry St. Pe1 study. "The impact of produced water discharges
on sediment quality varied in each of the areas studies. Major 
factors determining the degree of impact were discharge rate, 
quantity and quality of the hydrocarbons and trace metals present 
in a particular discharge, local hydrology, sediment disturbances 
and sediment types." Mr. Midboe advised that what Mr. Moore has

fundbeen asked to study of tihft —gfente nf— Louisiana
is what are the impacts of this material once it 

enters the water column. Is it being accumulated by the wildlife 
and fisheries resources, if so is it being accumulated at a harmful 
level and should we go ahead a start regulating it. The oil and 
gas industry is not opposed to regulation if contamination can be 
shown. If it cannot be shown then the industry does not see why 
they should have to incur this hugh expense stated Mr. Midboe.

Chairman Pol asked if anyone Had any objection to LSU making 
this study. Mr. Midboe advised absolutely not, this is who they 
have asked to have do the studies./ Mr. St. Pe1 commented that LSU 
did Chapter Six in DEQ's study and they performed all the analyses
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of the effluent and the sediment/around the effluent. Mr. Midboe 
asked if LSU had even done a risk analysis of the impact of these 
types of contaminants on fish aifd wildlife resources. Mr. St. Pe1 
stated there ic-e domonsLiaLive that they are in the organisms and 
as far as how many people it will kill or affect it is not know. 
Mr. Midboe stated that he would like to see the biq^surveys and bio^ 
assays because they have never been given to them and he is 
litigating against DEQ on several individual permits and have asked 
for that information. Chairman Pol asked how long would it take 
for LSU to make this study. Mr. Midboe informed the Commission 
that they had asked LSU if it could be done by the next legislative 
session several months ago when they met with Mr. Moore and they 
told them it would take about two years. At the end of one year 
they could probably have enough information available to begin some 
initial regulatory program.

Chairman Pol asked if the Commission had any questions that 
they would like to ask. Dr. Hines asked what were the steps in the 
four year phase in. Mr. Midboe stated that first off that was not 
quite accurate, it is not a four year phase in. There is a zero 
discharge requirement immediately in freshwater marsh and 
intermediate marsh. The Stream Control Commission passed a 
requirement in 1968 that there shall be no discharges in those 
particular type areas. The areas that discharges could be 
continued in were in brackish marsh, saline marsh, tidally affected 
marsh. Virtually all the intermediate marshes are tidally affected 
so you are allowed to discharge in intermediate marsh. It is a 
decision by DEQ to have the zero discharge requirement/in— thS"~ 
intermediate marsh that is basically a part of thi^/fegulatory 
package.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that this was not the complete 
answer to Dr. Hines' question. Mr. St. Pe1 stated that he was not 
very familiar with the regulations but right now it is illegal to 
discharge in freshwater areas. The phase^.n will be brackish and 
saline areas and after four year you will no longer be able to 
discharge produced waters unless they meet the water quality 
criteria. Mr. Midboe stated that it misses the intermediate 
marshes. Dr. Hines asked how did the regulation interfere with the 
LSU study? Mr. Midboe stated that the problem you have is the zero 
requirement. It is going to require you to drill the wells and put 
the people out of business.

Chairman Pol advised that in order that the Commission can 
study this and make a proper decision he would again ask Mr. Harmon 
and Mr. Midboe to send each Commissioner all the literature on this 
issue and in the meantime it will certainly be taken under 
consideration and asked if there was anyone else who would like to 
address the Commission on this issue.

Mr. Mike Lyons with Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association 
addressed the Commission. The only reason that he is appearing
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before the Commission was to ask them not to take action on this 
today and thinks the direction the Commission is taking is a 
correct one. Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Lyons if from their 
industry perspective had not they agreed, in writing, to phase 
these discharges out. Mr. Lyons stated that this was correct and 
they represent a segment of the oil and gas industry that has 
proposed a phase out. They do not agree with what DEQ has proposed 
but have in fact agreed to phase out a significant number of 
discharges. Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association is on record for 
supporting some phase out and believes that Mr. Harmon's group will 
support a phase out as well. The debate now is where to phase out 
and how fast to go and this is where Mid-Continent is now stated 
Mr. Lyons. Chairman Pol asked Mr. Lyons to please send a copy of 
this to the Commission. V

Ms. Jane Black addressed the Commission and stated that on/" 
behalf of the commercial fishing industry she would like to ̂ sk 
that they be included in any negotiations or discussions as/they 
have a great deal of interest in this issue. Chairman Poladvised 
Ms. Black that he thinks this is going to be the Commission's 
business and will not include anybody in the final decision. They 
will listen to everybody but the Commission will make the final 
decision. Mr. Black stated that they would really/access to the 
materials so that they might learn. Chairman Pol thanked Ms. Black 
and went on to the next item on the agenda.

At Thursday's meeting Mr. Tommy Prickett presented a Notice 
of Intent and Resolution on the Deer Management Assistance Program. 
Mr. Prickett asked the Commission to officially adopt th^ 
resolution and notice of intent on the Deer Management Assistance 
Program rules and regulations that the Commission has ^formally 
•-aeted=on=progTam. This program has been in effect for^almost ten 
years and the department has never gone through the official 
Administrative Procedure to make the rules officials. Last year 
a change was made in the program where by a fee was charged to 
participate in the program. Chairman Pol stated that he thought 
the Commission had acted on this at the last Commission meeting. 
Mr. Prickett advised that the Commission did vote to accept a fee 
schedule and now it has been determined that if the department is 
going to do this the program needs to go through the Administrative 
Procedure Act.

Chairman Pol called for a motion. Dr. Hines made a motion 
that they adopt the resolution, including the notice on the Deer 
Management Assistance Program. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
McCall and passed unanimously.

(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)
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NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries 

Chapter V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1. Wild Quadrupeds

Section 111. Rules and regulations for participation in the Deer 
Management Assistance Program

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to promulgate rules governing participation in the 
voluntary Deer Management Assistance Program. Said rule is 
attached to and made a part of this notice of intent.

Public hearings concerning the proposed rule will be held at 
regular Commission Meetings in November and December. Additionally, 
interested persons may submit written comments relative to the 
proposed rule until 4:30 p.m., November 31, 1990 to Clyde Vienne, 
DMAP Coordinator, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (

).
Warren Pol 
Chairman

(The full text of the rule is 
made a part of the record)

RULE
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

Title 76
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

Part V: Wild Quadrupeds and Wild Birds

Chapter 1. Wild Quadrupeds

Section 111. Rules and Regulations for Participation in the Deer 
Management Assistance Program
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The following rules and regulations shall govern the Deer
Management Assistance Program:

Application Procedure

1. Application for enrollment in Deer Management Assistance 
Program (DMAP) must be submitted to the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries annually by 
September 1.

2. Each application must be accompanied by a legal 
description of lands to be enrolled and a map of the 
property. The applicant must have under lease or 
otherwise control a minimum of 500 acres of contiguous 
deer habitat of which up to 250 acres may be agricultural 
lands, provided the remainder is in forest and/or marsh. 
This information will remain on file in the appropriate 
district office.

3. Each cooperator will be assessed a $25.00 enrollment fee 
and $.05/acre for participation in the program.

4. An agreement must be completed and signed by the official 
representative of the cooperator and submitted to the 
appropriate district game supervisor for his approval. 
This agreement must be completed and signed annually.

5. Boundaries of lands enrolled in DMAP shall be clearly 
marked and identifiable; however, legal posting is not 
required.

6. By enrolling in the DMAP, cooperators agree to allow
Department personnel access to their lands for management 
surveys, investigation of violations and other
inspections deemed appropriate.

Tags

1. A fixed number of special tags will be provided by the 
Department to each cooperator in DMAP to affix to deer 
taken as authorized by the program. These tags shall be 
used only on DMAP lands for which the tags were issued.

2. All antlerless deer taken shall be tagged, including 
those taken during archery season and on either-sex days 
of gun season.

3. Immediately upon kill, a tag shall be attached through 
the ear or back in such a manner that it cannot be 
removed before the deer is transported from the site of 
the kill.
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4. All unused tags shall be returned by February 15 to the 
district offices which issued the tags.

Records

1 Cooperators are responsible for keeping accurate records 
on forms provided by the Department for all deer 
harvested on lands enrolled in the program. Mandatory 
information includes tag number, sex of deer and name of 
person taking the deer. Additional information may be 
requested depending on management goals of the 
cooperator.

2 Information on deer harvested shall be submitted by 
February 15 to the district game supervisory handling the 
particular cooperator.

Failure of the cooperator to follojr these rules and 
regulations will result in immediate cancellation of the program 
on those lands involved. Cancellation of/the program will be for 
a minimum of one (1) hunting season immediately following the 
infraction. Failure to follow harvest recommendations may result 
in the cooperator being dropped fo n r the program.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (

)•
Warren Pol 
Chairman

At Thursday's meeting Mr. James Manning presented a Emergency 
Declaration/Resolution and Notice of Intent/Resolution on 
Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Regulations. Mr. Manning advised that 
the personnel of the Fur Section have been spending quite a bit of 
time over the last several months concerning the establishment of 
fox/coyote running pens in Louisiana and throughout the 
southeastern part of the United States. The department has been 
working with other states and the people in Louisiana who have 
established these pens to try and get a handle on this issue and 
establish regulations. The pens range from ten acres to over a 
thousand acres in size and the department has been able to survey 
about twenty eight of them at this time Mr. Manning informed the 
Commission. The people who run these pens are very dedicated in 
what they are doing and the department is concerned for several 
factors. The pens are presently licensed either with a non-game 
quadruped exhibitors license or a non-game quadruped breeders 
license depending on the type of operation. Several of the pens 
are presently purchasing coyote and fox from out of the state as
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from th
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eing provided in state ^ccess during the trapping season 
trappers Who trap the animals live and sells them to the 

pens wtiich can legally be done /during the trapping season. This 
in itsfelf has heaped to curtail the situation in the past where 
there / has been/ a considerable amount/ of friction between the 
trapping community and the runners of/dogs. Studies have been 
performed in 
that the red 
studies show*

e past because there have been fox hunters saying^
:iox was on the decline befcause of the trappers. /The 
a littl-o contrary to- that- that there is a decline

in thfe red fox populations as coyote populations increase/ in any . 
given area. At the present t/ime the coyote problems are increasing Jy 
in the state as far as the nuisance aspect and there are nuisance^V 
trappers that are present/!y catching coyote year /round under'^ 
permits and disposing of them. The department is proposing' that 
they be allowed to issue /special permits to selec£ed^trappers, 
properly licensed, year /round to catch coyote /cmd make them 
available to the fox pens for sporting purposes. (Also proposing, 
with backup from a resolution passed by the' International 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies in New Orleans, that the 
import or export of any fox or coyote from Louisiana be prohibited.

^/T-he-reason for this is primarily a disease problem with a tapeworm 
calleoto Echinococcus multilocularis. Presently it is found in

Z y  some canis that have been brought into South Carolina. This is 
(_ normaily^a—aTTt±c problem in fox, coyotes and wolves and there has 

.been human fatalities. A person will pick up the eggs through 
contact with the animal, the larva will go primarily to the liver 
then it takes approximately thirty years for a person to die. 
Seventy five percent of the people that have been diagnosed have 
died. The department wants to set up the rules and regulations to 
allow the people that have invested tremendous amounts of money to 
be able to bring in fox/coyote from the trapping communities. Some 
of the pen owners are in the process of raising their own captive 
red foxes for running concluded Mr. Manning.

Chairman Pol asked if there were any questions. Mr. Jones 
explained that there were a number of fox pens in his part of^€he 
state and there was a great deal of interest. Is the reason for 
the import and export the disease factor? Can't you treat imported 
and exported animals to kill the tapeworm? Mr^Manning answered 
that it can be treated but it is e x p e n s i v £ M o s t  of the pens 
regardless of where they obtain thoy— gotr^their fox or coyotes 
perform some type of treatment on the animals. Mr. Jones asked 
what would this to do the prices and supply and can the trappers 

l-the-demand. Mr. Manning explained that with these rules and 
regulations rfexwill be opened up for applications for the trapping 
of coyote year-round. The department is estimating around one 
hundred applications. It will only be opened up for fox during the 
trapping season. Mr. Manning pointed out that Mr. Greg Linscombe 
and-Mr-.—Ngel^ Kinler held a couple of public hearings where persons 
who are involved— mi these pens were invited. One was in Hammond 
and one was in Ruston. The issue was discussed and suggestions and 
recommendations were incorporated into the development of the rules
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and regulations.I One of the concerns was the possibility of t W  
supply. It was mr. Manning's understanding/that it was notythat 
great of a concernXby the department taking/the step of opepifig the 
coyote trapping season all year Sround. /Dr. Hines asked if any 
other alternatives have been considerec/about having/tiie animals 
declared disease freX^coming In fromOut of state Z' Mr. Manning 
advised that the department isi start the regulatory process and 
will be in continuous contact sn working with^the pen owners to 
assist them in meeting theirNieeds. There is^a process now of farm 
raising fox and— is being— d m a  in othe^xXtates with a non-game 
quadruped breeders license. Fox could/be raised and trained to be 
utilized in the running pens. Dr. Hines asked if the populations 
of foxes and coyotes in Louisiana/if they were properly trappe 
would there be a sufficient population to supply the needs of the 
pen owners. Mr. Manning answered "yes".

a

Chairman Poj>asked if there was anybody from the audience who 
would like to asked any questions on this issue.

Mr. Charles Bass, Enon, LA, pen owner, addressed the 
Commission. Mr. Bass stated that there were a couple of comments 
that he would like to make pertaining to the rules and regulations. 
There was one time when people were free to run their hounds 
outside and because of various circumstances they have now been 
relegated to pens. It is the hope to keep alive a wonderful sport 
which Mr. Bass thinks is the greatest in all the world and one of 
the onlv^perts--in_yieworld where you do not kill the game. About 

fears ago MrT^BasS~~agyised that he had begun conversing with 
Mr. Linscombe about the problems that existed at that time and the 
pen owners welcomed the Wildlife and Fisheries working with them 
and helping them in what ever/ capacity they could. Because of the 
tapeworm issue and the bringing of coyotes into a state yYiere'^it 
was illegal people became very apprehensive not knowing^whether or 
not the pen owners could go out of state and^purchase game legally.
The Louisiana trappers were not supply^tfie pen owner's needs so 
they would have to go out of state to obtain their animals. The 
possibility of diverting the attention or objective of the trappers 
to begin trapping live animals rather than for the fur was k 
discussed. This would be advantageous for all involved stated Mr. 
Bass. Last year they d W  purchased all of their game in state^/1 
however, it was a very difficult thing to do because the trappers (k 
were not trapping sufficient numbers. The rules and-regulations 
being proposed by the department basically haye-beerTdiscussed by 
Mr. Linscombe, Mr. Bass and a number of--theother pen owners as 
they met in groups. /he thing jfehaC'they are most apprehensive 
about is the ability tp purchase what will be needed and not being 
sube-that those animals^furnished to them by local trappers. Mr.
Bass statted^that he realizes that there are rules and regulations 
that are nec&s^ary and t/ie pen owners want to work with Wildlife 
and Fisheries inXyery, t^ey can and encourage it. The thing that 
the pen owners needfe most is that if these rules are passed they 
need to be looked atl periodically. If the trappers cannot furnish
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the needs of the pen owners, they should have some options and 
should have the opportunity to take another look at the situation 
so that something can be worked out\in terms of disease control or 
wmV^Tint-iTrnnntih1liij in m  li ■! ~wny /̂ i that farm raised animals can 
be transported across the line, etc. Thin in 1~Tyr grontor.t ronrrrn 

— owncro have* In working with/ the Wildlife and 
Fisheries the pen owners hope that by allowing/to be regulated the 
department will also in turn offer some help in terms of research 
such as the co-existent problem between the fox and the coyotes, 
problems in mortality rate, problems with food and diet, etc. Mr. 
Bass stated that there is not one hundred percent agreement on this 
but for the most part the pen owners are willing to go along with 
this proposal on a trial basis and do the best they can. If 
problems are encountered later they would like to have an 
opportunity to readdress the proposal.

Chairman Pol assured Mr. Bass that if this does happen and 
there are problems that he was invited to come back and address the 
Commission any time. Chairman Pol asked for further comments. Mr.
Jones stated that he thinks an evaluation should be made of the 
supply and demand for the pens this year? how much the cost factor 
is to the pen owners, availability of the animals and look at it 
again next year to see what kind of effect it has had. If there 
is an adverse effect on the ability to secure animals to maintain f\ 
a hound running business then the Commission will need to take the V
steps to eliminate this and the department will need to be ready yj'M- 
and go. Mr. Manning advised that this problem has been discuss^/\Z'/  
and the department will be watching this closely and will/tak^v' 
whatever steps are necessary. Mr. Jones recommended that ^efiXthe 
department has a listing of all the pens in the state that/will be 
working with the department on this proposal they will need a 
listing of the trappers that will be able to supply them with 
animals because all of the animals bought in north Louisiana go 
through trade publications through advertisements and their supply 
is now going to be over. Mr. Manning advised that they were 
planning on supply the pens with the names and address of the 
trappers and th^trappers with the pens names and addresses.

Mr^/Manning asked that the Commission act both pn-^the 
emergency declaration and notice of intent because once-'the rule 
^"promulgated there will be a twenty five dollar annual permit fee 
associated with the permit for taking coyotes year (round which will 
cover the administrative cost. At this time on the emergency 
declaration it will be a temporary permit upon application.

Chairman Pol called for a motion on the proposal. A motion 
was made by Mr. Jones and seconded by Mr. Jenkins. The motion 
passed unanimously.
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EMERGENCY RESOLUTION 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of fox 
hunting was brought to North America with the early English 
settlers and has remained a tradition especially in the South; 
and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing of 
forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters have 
leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these areas with 
both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race without fear of 
losing dogs to vehicular traffic or offending other hunters 
or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of R.S. 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadrupeds; and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited to guard 
against public health threats as well as wildlife disease 
threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and under 
provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the sale by 
trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders during the 
open trapping season and by a non-game quadruped breeder year 
ound;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations for administering all aspects of fox/coyote 
hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special trapping 
permits to allow year-round coyote trapping ;which are 
attached and made part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission
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to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statement, the filing of the Notice 
of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence to 
other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF LIVE^OXES-AND 
COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING REC TIONS

In accordance with the emergency with—the emergent.provisions of 
R.S. 49:953(b), the Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:967 which 
allows the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to use emergency 
procedures to establish regulations, and R.S. 56:262.1, the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries hereby finds 
that imminent peril to the public welfare exists and accordingly 
adopts the following regulations:

A. PURPOSE

These regulations are to govern the purchasing, selling and 
holding in captivity of live foxes and coyotes for chasing with 
hounds. These emergency regulations will prohibit the importation 
and exportation of any species of foxes or coyotes to or from 
Louisiana in an effort to prevent possible disease and parasite 
contamination of native wild canis. Humans are subject to 
infection with the liver being the most common site of larval 
growth. The infection is termed alveolar hydatid disease (AHD). 
The number of deaths per number of infected individuals has been 
50-75%. These regulations are also enacted to allow the sport of 
fox/coyote hunting with dogs within enclosed areas. The 
regulations provide general rules including licensing, permits, 
fees, live trapping, sale and purchase of animals, holding cage 
requirements, enclosure requirements, acclimation requirements and 
report requirements.

B. DEFINITIONS

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION
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1 . Acclimation Pen - an area which is built within or 
adjacent to fox/coyote hunting preserves which will 
contain game and exclude hounds and which will allow 
game to become acclimated to an enclosed 
environment.

2. Bill of Sale - receipt showing the amount of game 
purchased, the date of purchase, and the person from 
whom the game was purchased.

3. Bona Fide Resident - any person who has resided in 
the state of Louisiana continuously during the 
twelve months immediately prior to the date on which 
he has applied for any license and who has 
manifested his intent to remain in this state by 
establishing Louisiana as his legal domicile as 
demonstrated with all of the following, as 
applicable:

a. If registered to vote, he is required to vote 
in Louisiana.

b. If licensed to drive a motor vehicle, he is in 
possession of a Louisiana registration for that 
vehicle.

c. If owning a motor vehicle located within 
Louisiana, he is in possession of a Louisiana 
registration for that vehicle.

d. If earning an income, he has filed a Louisiana 
state income tax return and has complied with 
state income tax laws and regulations.

e. As to a corporation or other legal entity, a 
resident shall be any which is incorporated or 
otherwise organized under and subject to the 
laws of Louisiana, and as to which the 
principal place of business and more than fifty 
percent of the offices, partners, or employees 
are domiciled in Louisiana.

4. Box Trap - a drop-door type of trap that upon the games 
entry into the device encloses and detains the game.

5. Closed Season - that period of time of the calendar year 
not specifically included in the open season.

6. Department - the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries.
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7. Enclosure - (See “Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve”).

8. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve - an area which is completely 
enclosed by adequate fencing to contain game and hounds 
which is built and maintained for the purpose of training 
or chasing game with hounds.

9. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Operator - anyone acting as 
an agent of the owner in caring for or managing the 
maintenance and/or business of the preserve.

10. Fox/Coyote Hunting Preserve Owner - anyone who legally 
has possession of has legally leased property on which 
the enclosed is established.

11. Game - any red fox or grey fox or coyote stocked in a 
fox/coyote hunting preserve for the purpose of dog 
training and/or chasing with hounds.

12. LDWF Approved Applicant - a person who has had no major 
wildlife or fish violations during the past three years, 
who has purchased a trapping license for at least the 
past two consecutive years, and who is at least 15 years 
old.

13. Landowner - any person who owns land on which traps are 
set.

14. Licensee - any resident or nonresident lawful holder of 
an effective license duly issued under the authority of 
the Department.

15. Non-game quadruped - alligators, beavers, bobcats, 
coyotes, grey foxes, minks, muskrats, nutrias, opossums, 
otters, raccoons, red foxes, skunks and other wild 
quadrupeds valuable for their furs or skins.

16. Non-game quadruped breeder - any person properly licensed 
to engage in the business of raising, exhibiting and 
selling non-game quadrupeds.

17. Non-game quadruped exhibitor - any person properly 
license to engage in the business of raising and/or 
exhibiting non-game quadrupeds.

18. Non-target animal - any animal other than red fox, grey 
fox or coyote.

19. Permittee - any person who has obtained a valid permit 
from the Department for trapping coyotes during the 
closed season.
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20. Person - includes any individual person, association, 
corporation, partnership, or other le^al entity 
recognized by law.

21. Possess - in its different tenses, the/ act of having in 
possession or control, keeping, detaining, restraining, 
holding as owner, or as agent, bailee, or custodian for 
another.

22. Raising - the production of red fox, grey fox, or coyotes

23.

24.

environmental conditions or in outsidein controlled 
facilities.

Rearing - (See "Raisi

Relaxing Lock - looking device on a snare that loosens 
and tightens in response to the game's action.

25. Resident - (See "Bona Fide Resident")

26. Snare - wire device used for taking non-game quadrupeds.

27. Take - in its different tense, the attempt or act of 
hooking, pursuing, netting, capturing, snaring, trapping, 
shooting, hunting, wounding, or killing by any means or 
device.

28. Transport - in its different tense, the act of shipping, 
attempting to ship, receiving or delivering for shipment 
transporting, conveying, carrying, or exporting by air, 
land, or water or by an means whatsoever.

29. Trap - any device used in the capture of birds, 
quadrupeds or fish.

30. Trapper - any person properly licensed by the Department 
engaged in the trapping of non-game quadrupeds.

C. LICENSES, PERMITS, AND FEES

The licenses and fees required for activities authorized by 
these regulations are as prescribed under provisions of Title 56, 
or as prescribed in these regulations, and are:

$10 for a resident non-game quadruped exhibitors license.

$25 for a resident non-game Quadruped breeder license.

$25 for a resident trappers license.

1)

2)
3)

25



4) A temporary special permit which may be issued to a 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries approved 
applicant (authority granted by La. Laws pertaining to 
Wildlife and Fisheries R.S. 56:123(C) for the trapping 
of coyotes only, outside of the annual trapping season. 
In order for the permittee to sell live coyotes he must 
also possess a non-game quadruped breeders license ($25) 
(authority 56:262.1) and a valid trapping license. This 
permit will be valid only until the final rule is 
adopted, at which time the permittee must obtain another 
special permit and pay any administrative fees.

5) Upon payment of $10 a non-game quadruped exhibitors 
license may be issued permitting the applicant to breed 
and/or exhibit such animals provided he meets the rules 
and regulations of the Department.

6) Upon payment of $25 a non-game quadruped breeder license 
may be issued permitting the applicant to breed, 
propagate, exhibit, and sell such animals alive.

D. GENERAL RULES

1) No person shall take, possess, purchase or sell live 
foxes or coyotes, except as provided in these regulations 
and Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

2) No person shall hold in captivity any live foxes or 
coyotes, except as provided in these regulations and 
Louisiana R.S. Title 56.

3) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be of a type and
construction such that it will insure the normal
containment of both foxes, coyotes and hounds.

4) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall contain an adequate 
number of escape areas which are hound proof. These may 
be provided by maintaining thickets, brush piles, 
windrows, or where natural cover is insufficient, by 
providing manmade escapes such as culverts or hound proof 
feeding stations.

5) The owner of fox/coyote hunting preserves shall be
required to make available to the game:  ____ ^

a) Food that is palatable, uncontaminated and
nutritionally adequate to ensure normal growth and 
maintenance.

b) Water which is fresh, uncontaminated and available 
at all times.
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6) No person shall transport, possess, purchase or sell any 
live foxes or coyotes taken outside the state of 
Louisiana. Live foxes and coyotes obtained from outside 
the state of Louisiana prior to the enacted date of these 
regulations land in possession of properly licensed 
persons shall be exempt.

7) No person shall transport from the state or offer for 
sale out of state any live foxes or coyotes.

8) Acclimation pens shall be constructed adjacent to or
within an enclosure to insure the containment of foxes 
and coyotes and the exclusion of hounds. This
requirement may be waived for "training enclosures" or 
in enclosures where running is discontinued for a minimum 
of 2 weeks while foxes/coyotes adjust to the enclosure 
environment.

9) No person may engage in the business of raising or 
exhibiting or otherwise possessing fox or coyotes for the 
purpose of operating a fox/coyote hunting preserve unless 
he or she has acquired and possesses a valid non-game 
quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

10) A licensed trapper may offer for sale such live animals 
to any licensed non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
during the open trapping season. During any such 
transactions, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
trapper to the non-game breeder or exhibitor and retained 
for a period of one year.

11) Permittees (trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season) will be required to use only the "soft catch" 
type trap not to exceed a size #1 1/2, or a box-type 
trap, or a snare with a relaxing lock.

12) Permittees trapping coyotes during the closed trapping 
season and licensed as a non-game quadruped breeder may 
offer for sale such coyotes. During any such 
transaction, a bill of sale must be provided by the 
seller to the purchaser and retained for a period of one 
year by the purchaser.

13) It shall be unlawful to trap coyotes during the closed 
trapping season without a permit issued by the 
Department.

14) Permittees will be required to check traps daily.

15^/ ""*t>ermittees will be required to have in possession written
/  permission from the landowner or lease where traps are 

set.
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16) ermittees shall release all nontarget species in a 
manner so as to keep stress or injury minimal.

17) It shall be unlawful to sell native wild foxes or coyotes 
outside the state of Louisiana.

18) Trappers and permittees who hold game for sale shall 
confine game at a rate of no more than one animal per 3* 
x 3 1 x 3 1 cage. The cage must be escape-proof and offer 
protection from adverse weather.

19) Fox/Coyote hunting preserves shall be exempt from the 
Commission action which prohibits the running of coyotes 
during the open turkey season.

E . REPORT REQUIREMENTS

1) Report forms provided by the Department must be completed 
and filed with the Department by all persons who have 
been issued a non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor 
license or who have been issued a special permit allowing 
the trapping of coyotes only in the closed season in 
accordance with this subsection. Reports shall include 
but not be limited to the information specified in 
subsection 262.1(d). Failure to complete this form 
properly and completely will result in non-renewal of the 
non-game quadruped breeder or exhibitor license.

2) All licensed non-game quadruped exhibitors will be 
required to include information regarding numbers of 
animals by species in captivity, number of known losses 
(death or escape) , number of animals by species purchased 
and the sources of game purchases.

3) All licensed non-game quadruped breeders will be required 
to include information regarding numbers of animals by 
species in captivity, numbers of losses, numbers of 
animals by species purchased and the sources of game 
purchases, and number of sales by species and the person 
who bought the game.

F. PENALTY FOR VIOLATION

Violation of these regulations will be a Class II violation 
with the following exceptions:

1) Violation of the license requirements for non-game 
quadruped breeders and non-game quadruped exhibitors 
shall be a Class II violation (See C-l, C-2 and D-2).
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2) Violation of the reporting requirements shall be a Class 
III violation (See E-l, E-2 and E-3).

3) Violation of the regulations pertaining to import of 
foxes and/or coyotes into the state or export of foxes 
and/or coyotes from the state shall be a Class IV 
violation (See D-6 and D-7).

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVE REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, Fox hunting or chasing with hounds is one of the oldest 
forms of recreation still in existence and the sport of fox 
hunting was brought to North America with the early English 
settlers and has remained a tradition especially in the South; 
and

WHEREAS, In the past 10 to 20 years fox hunting opportunities have 
dwindled as habitat loss through development and leasing of 
forest lands has escalated; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to save the sport, concerned fox hunters have 
leased lands, built enclosures and stocked these areas with 
both fox and coyote and can enjoy a race without fear of 
losing dogs to vehicular traffic or offending other hunters 
or land owners; and

WHEREAS, The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries has
the authority under state statute to establish rules and 
regulations pertaining to captive non-game quadrupeds; and

WHEREAS, The Department has licensed and regulated fox/coyote 
hunting preserves under the provisions of R.S. 56:262.1 
issuing non-game quadrupeds; and

WHEREAS, The Department has now determined that the import or 
export of foxes or coyotes should be prohibited to guard 
against public health threats as well as wildlife disease 
threats; and

WHEREAS, The Department under 56:123C has the authority to permit 
trapping of coyotes outside of the trapping season and under 
provisions of 56:262.1 and 56:260 to permit the sale by 
trappers and licensed non-game quadruped breeders during the
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open trapping season and by a non-game quadruped breeder year 
round;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of its intent to 
establish a rule for administering all aspects of fox/coyote 
hunting preserves, purchases, sale and special trapping 
permits to allow year round coyote trapping. The Notice of 
Intent attached to and made part of this resolution is hereby 
approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statement, the filing of the Notice 
of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence to 
other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

PART V. WILD QUADRUPEDS AND WILD BIRDS 

CHAPTER I. WILD QUADRUPEDS

SECTION 113. FOX/COYOTE HUNTING PRESERVES, PURCHASE AND SALE OF 
LIVE FOXES AND COYOTES, PERMITTING YEAR ROUND COYOTE TRAPPING 
REGULATIONS

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to promulgate a rule to prohibit the importation and 
exportation of foxes and coyotes in Louisiana, establish 
regulations governing fox/coyote hunting preserves, regulate the 
purchase and sale of live foxes and coyotes, and regulations 
governing the year round trapping of coyotes.

The rules and regulations governing the operations of 
fox/coyote hunting preserves in Louisiana may be viewed at the



Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Headquarters, 2000 
Quail Drive, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, phone (504) 765-2811.

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to James Manning, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, P.0. 
Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:123(0) and 
R.S. 56:262.1.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. 16: ( , 
1990).

Warren Pol 
Chairman

At Thursday's meeting Mr. James Manning presented a 
Emergency Declaration on Establishing the 1990-91 Trapping Season. 
Mr. Manning explained that in July the resolution and notice of 
intent was passed to set the 1990-91 trapping season. However, 
with the new Administrative Procedure Act law that went into effect 
a second declaration of emergency will have to be passed so that 
it will carry the season through.

Chairman Pol called for a vote on the resolution and emergency 
declaration. A motion was made by Mr. Jenkins and seconded by Mr. 
McCall. The motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the emergency 
resolution is made a part of the 
record)

EMERGENCY RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

1990-91 FURBEARER TRAPPING SEASON

WHEREAS, The fur industry of Louisiana presents a major potential 
resource of economy and income for many of the citizens of our 
state; and

WHEREAS, This resource is a renewable natural one, which has proven 
under wise management to increase the importance in our state? 
and

WHEREAS, An annual harvest of the surplus animals is in keeping 
with recognized wildlife management techniques based on 
scientific management; and

WHEREAS, Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific 
Authority concerning out-of-state shipment of otter and bobcat
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pelts will require placement of a possession tag by trappers, 
buyers, or dealers to insure state of origin; and

WHEREAS, The zonation concept has continued to be beneficial in
reducing late catch unprime furs and has produced mainly 
favorable comments generated within the fur industry;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Louisiana Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency 
regulations to establish the 1990-91 Furbearer Trapping Season 
within the State of Louisiana which are attached and made part 
of this resolution.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

October 4, 1990

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

ESTABLISHMENT OF 1990-91 FURBEARER TRAPPING SEASON

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b) , 
the Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to use emergency procedures to 
set the furbearer trapping season, and R.S. 56:260, the 1990-91 
furbearer trapping season is hereby established in accordance with 
the following regulations.

The Department of Wildlife and Fisheries does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the south zone as being 
December 1, 1990, through February 28, 1991. In an attempt to
provide more opportunity for trapping of bobcat and fox after deer 
hunting seasons are closed, the Department does hereby establish 
the 1990-91 furbearer trapping season for the north zone as 
November 20, 1990, through March 15, 1991, with trapping techniques 
restricted to the use of Soft-Catch traps, padded jaw traps, or 
their equivalent. The Department Secretary shall be authorized to 
close or extend the trapping season in any portion of the state as 
biologically justifiable.

Federal restrictions imposed by the CITES Scientific Authority 
for otter and bobcat fur continue to require placement of an export 
tag prior to out-of-state shipment.

Warren I . Pol
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Chairman

paper that was going to be presented today was actually going to 
be presented by the Senior Author who was his graduate student, Mr. 
Tom Helser. Mr. Helser is a member of the spotted seatrout sub
group of the technical working group whicK was established 
Secretary Van Sickle and is working with ttiat group on their 
species profile for spotted seatrout. He is also a member of the

Atlantic Fishery Management Counc
Volford Lab on the red drum stock assessment report for the south 
Atlantic stock. Mr. Helser is the only graduate student that Dr. 
Condrey knows of who serves in the capacity for any council. The 
paper that will be presented has just been accepted by the Canadian 
Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences. The three authors of 
the papers are Mr. Helser, Dr. Condrey and Dr. Geaghan from the 
department of Experimental Statistics. The paper is going to 
completely rewrite the way people analyze a very basic fishery 
technique, the five panel gill nets. This is a very basic 
technique for estimating stock abundants and looking at stock 
parameters. Mr. Helser has completely rewritten the statistics on 
■ttiigand taking it into a new and very important area. The results 
are r&al^ly not that new stated Dr. Condrey and advised that they 
have been^wQjrking with Wildlife and Fisheries cooperatively on 
this. Dr. CoruJreyoave copies of the paper to the Commissioners.

Mr. Helser statect\that this work is based on the data 
collection procedures by tdie Department of Wildlife and Fisherie 
Finfish Monitoring ProgramV and proceeded to give his report alphg 
with slides. The kind of things that need to be looked at relative 
to the stock with data depend on a concept called selectivity^ With 
selectivity which is derived from the data ^Mao/'rKe-TlaL^
of the Wildlife and Fisheries Monitoring Program it can be used to 
estimate things such as the minimum size of mesh used in the gill 
net fishery to maximize production. The second thinaS^it can-be 
used for is to estimate the relative abundance of the various size 
classes of fish and the populations and from this derive an 
estimate of the age frequency distribution which will then give an 
estimate of the mortality. In order to address these objectives 
it is important to understand what the concept of selectivity 
means. Gill net selectivity can be looked at as a fishing process 
used by an experimental gill net panel. If one is not familiar 
with the procedures used in the monitoring program a experimental 
gill net is employed which is approximately seven hundred and fifty 
feet long and composed of five different mesh panels'f These panels 
vary in mesh size by one half an inch going fetstr two inch to four 
and a half inch stretch measure. This allows sampling of the 
population over a wide range of sizes so that each size is 
represented in each of the meshes of the gill net. The process of 
selectivity depends on a number of factors. 1) It depends on the 
amount of effort that a particular mesh is fished. Since all the 
meshes were fished with equal effort this was not an important
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consideration stated Mr. Helseiy^ /out what is important 
considerations are two other things/ (ffhe number of fish that are 
available to the nets themselves or the population abundance. The 
other important consideration is the proportion of the fish that 
are available that are actually caught in the nets. To reduce this 
process into a simple way to understand it, a three hundred 
millimeter size fish or a twelve inch fish is more likely to be 
caught in a smaller size mesh than in a larger size mesh. The 
proportion will then be estimated and this is called selectivity. 
In order to do this, which is a direct way to estimate it, the 
population size structure needs to be known. Since this is not 
known other methods have to be employed for estimation. What is 
used is an indirect method for estimation of selectivity and then 
this is used to estimate the abundance of fish in the population. 
Most of the direct methods of estimating selectivity depend on a 
model assumption that the probability of a net capturing a fish of 
a given size is normal. To look at this conceptually you look at 
the catch distributions. Explaining further what was being shown 
in the slide presentation of gill net selectivity Mr. Reiser stated 
that the catch distribution for each mesh size looks like a bell 
shape. What is plotted is the length frequency distributions for 
each mesh size. The seatrout violated the basic assumption that 
the catch distributions themselves are not bell shaped and the size 
distributions are skewed to the right. On the two inch mesh they 
are highly truncated on the left. The catch distributions 
progressively shift themselves to the larger sizes pointed Mr. 
HelserT^Tbe problem was to come up with a different model that 
would estimate^or describe these distributions. A three parameter 
model would descbape not only the central tendency or the mode of 
the curve it woulcl describe the dispersion around that central 
tendency as well as\to the left or right side. The whole approach 
of the model that was developed was to take the parameters which 
would describe exactly the catch distributions for each mesh and 
apply a mathematical equation which would describe that over mesh 
sXz&* so you are looking for a systematic change in the parameters 
across mesh size stated Mr. Helsen and explained the slides being 
shown. This gave an equation with which the catch distributions 
can be described. The next step was to extend this approach to fit 
in the catch distributions as a response surface. In essence a 
model was devised that would take the initial parameter estimates 
and then refit them with more statistical rigger stated Mr. Reiser. 
The new model that was developed was able to describe ninety eight 
percent of the variation in the data and that by using the overall 
response surface fitting approach relative to just the initial set 
of equations the fits were improved by seventy four percent. Mr. 
Reiser explained the slides showing the fitting approach. The 
observed and predicted catches fit fairly well with the two inch 
mesh relative to fish size and was most efficient at catching 
seatrout that are about two hundred and seventy millimeters. The 
two and half inch mesh fits were very good to the observed data 
and optimum fishing size is seatrout that are about three hundred 
and ten millimeters. Slight departures are found from the three 
inch mesh particularly beyond four hundred millimeters which is 
about fourteen inches. The optimum fishing length is about three



hundred and sixty millimeters. The three and a half inch mesh is 
a fairly good fit to the data since there was considerable scatter 
in the observed points. The worst case was in the four inch mesh 
in which was found more of a departure then desired. The mesh 
caught only thirteen fish at its optimum size which is five hundred 
millimeters. The predicted catch is a little bit less than an 
optimum but also smaller, about nine fish. Mr. Helser explained 
that it is assumed that each net fishes with seine efficiency for 
that size it exhibits optimum efficiency. The probabilities of 
capture are taken and an estimate of the relative population size 
class abundance is derived from them stated Mr. Helser and 
explained the slide being shown. The most important thing to 
notice commented Dr. Helsen is that most of their confidence in 
this technique is between two hundred and fifty and four hundred 
millimeters. This is because from the selectivity curves the 
greatest degree of overlap in adjacent curves was in that size 
range. This allows for two, three or even four independent 
estimates of the population abundance to be obtained for any given 
size class. In this case Mr. Helser stated that he was^asking the 
Commission to restrict their attention from the two^hundred fifty 
to four hundred millimeter size range. It is within this size 
range where you see a fairly striking decline^in the relative 
population abundance and this concerns us because we are concerned 
about the health of the stocks commented Mr. Helser. From this 
method another estimate can be derived which is called mortality. 
Keep in mind when looking at the ^decline it represents a 
disappearance which could not only/mortality but also could 
represent a movement of fish out of the fishing area pointed out 
Mr. Helser but may be unlikely to occur, however, below four 
hundred millimeter for which there is the most confidence in the 
data. An age length key was applied to the relative populations 
size class abundance and a age frequency distribution was derived. 
The frequency distribution shows the number of fish from the total 
sample in the various age classes. Concluding, Mr. Helser 
explained the age frequency distribution with slides and asked if 
there were any questions.

Mr. Jenkins advised that he has read Mr. Helser1s report and 
asked him about page thirteen which states "The most striking 

^ feature— of figure four is the declining abundance of spotted 
seatrout from^-^three hundred to four hundred millimeters." 
(Approximately tweTVe<to fifteen inches.) "These results have two 
important management implications for the stock. First the 
dramatic decline and populations abundance between three hundred 
and four hundred millimeter are coincident with the size at full 
recruitment of both the recreational and commercial fisheries for 
spotted seatrout." Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Helser if he is saying 
that there is or has been a dramatic decline in the population of 
the twelve to sixteen inch spotted seatrout. Mr. Helser commented 
that is what that is saying. Either they have been removed from 
the system or they are moving away from the fishing area. Mr. 
Jenkins asked about the statement reading "The most significant 
spawning contributions to stock replenishment is the female whose 
length is greater than four hundred millimeter.." Mr. Jenkins



stated that what he gets from this is that the twelve to sixteen 
fish have just gone downhill and there are rio more "mommys". Mr. 
Reiser stated that this is pretty much the Scenario presented from 
the data which was the department's catch/information from 1988. 
The recreational fish are recruited into 'recreational fishery at 
approximately three hundred millimeters and this is substantiated 
by the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey. Also this 
data indicated that if the current minimum size regulations on gill 
nets is three and a half inches then they are recruited before four 
hundred millimeters. Both recreational and commercial fisheries 
are excluding fish within that size range. Reports indicate that 
the greatest spawning contribution of the females to stock 
replenishment is from fish that are larger than four hundred 
millimeters, older than two years old and in fact the reports 
suggest that they are older than three years old advised Mr. 
Reiser. One can argue that the fish are being extracted from the 
system, particularly the females, before they have yet made their 
greatest contribution to stock replenishment. Mr. Jenkins asked 

(a ^^Mr;— Reiser if he thought that this information has anything to do 
with whkt the Commission has been concerned about within the last 
few montra which is the apparent absence of spotted seatrout or 
abundance of spotted seatrout and if he expected something like 
this to happen from the information that he has. Mr. Reiser 
commented that this was only based on 1988 so what you are looking 
at is a snapshot picture of the population size structure in 1988. 
A lot of things change relatively to environmental conditions and 
also exploration patterns. Mr. Jenkins asked how Mr. Reiser would 
evaluate this, would you have to do more than one year? Mr. Reiser 
answered that it would be scientifically advisable and would say 
that based on what is seen in the data presented today it would be 
advisable to conduct a full blown stock assessment.

Chairman Pol asked if any other member of the Commission would 
like to ask any questions. Mr. McCall asked Mr. Reiser if what he 
is really saying is that the trout population is beginning to get 
in trouble in 1988. Mr. Reiser answered no he cannot say that 
any certainty in fact. This data is based only on 1988 and could 
have been the situation before 1988 as well. The data that was 
used for the analysis was the first year for which there was a gill 
net panel that progressed in half inch increments.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Reiser that from his selectivity of the 
sizes of gill nets was he recommending or does he recommend a 
certain size. Mr. Reiser stated that to do this you would have to 
look at other considerations and you would have to do a 
yield/per/recruit analysis and he has not done one and was not 
familiar with those that have been done. Mr. Reiser advised 
Dr. Condrey may be able to comment on this .

Dr. Condrey advised that the growth and fecundity information 
that they have now and in the past on spotted seatrout continues 
to indicate that larger sizes at first harvest would do two things. 
It would increase yield, you would get more pounds✓ and it would 
allow the females more opportunity to replenish the stock so that



they would go through more years of spawning before they entered 
the fishery. This would not hurt the fishery in the long run 
because the yield would be higher. For the commercial people it 
means more pounds and for the recreational people not only does it 
mean more pounds but it means more quality fish if indeed a 
recreational person wishes to harvest a larger fish on his hook and 
line. In Dr. Condrey's personal public statements over the past 
three or four years it has always made sense to move this fishery 
from a biological standpoint into larger sizes and the information 
continues to accumulate. There will be a broader interruption and 
analysis of this with the spotted seatrout working group.

Chairman Pol asked in order to arrive at what Dr. Condrey just 
explained what size net (mesh) would he recommend? Dr. Condrey 
stated that he would not want to make that recommendation right now 
but once it was decided what level of spawn was wanted you could 
look at the graphs and decide what size fish you wanted to harvest 
depending on what you wanted the pounds to be and what you wanted 
the spanning window to be. Secretary Van Sickle advised that the 
department a  stafllf is working on the revised Speckled Trout 
anagement^pJ^Aiuth the input of Dr. Condrey and Mr. Helser and 

will be presenting\to the Commission, the sportsmen, and commercial 
fishermen an array of management alternatives that would achieve 
the management goal. In January of 1991 there will be some options 
for the Commission and others to look at.

Chairman Pol asked if there was any further questions for Dr. 
Condrey from the audience.

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission. Mr. Edgar stated 
that he wanted to be very sure that he is understanding this 
clearly and asked if what he is hearing is that the statistics show 
that fish are being harvested before their most productive time, 
spawning capabilities. Mr. Helser answered yes and you might say 
that they are being harvested rapidly as they are coming into the 
spawning age. Mr. Edgar asked Mr. Helser if he had any 
recommendations to a length. Dr. Condrey stated as his graduate 
student he has his recommendation. Mr. Edgar stated that he would 
like to quote Dr. Condrey's recommendation but did not want to put 
him on the spot. Mr. Edgar advised that east of the Atchafalaya 
River everybody would be satisfied with a sixteen inch size limit 
which gives a speckled trout four years to spawn before anybody 
touches the resource. This is a pound and a half fish, inch and 
three quarter inch mesh. Mr. Edgar stated that he would be in 
touch with Dr. Condrey. Chairman Pol stated that what the 
Commission and department is trying to do is arrive at what is best 
for both industries. Secretary Van Sickle advised that there will 
be plenty of opportunity for input and will meet with fishermen on 
both sides and let everybody ruminate on this before something is 
formally proposed.

At Thursday's meeting Dr. Jerry Clark gave a Report on 
Proposed Fishery Policy and Standards. Dr. Clark informed the 
Commission that the first thing he wanted to say about this issue



is that he is not asking for any action to be taken on this. Dr. 
Clark reported that this started' before he came on with the 
department. Secretary Van Sickle7 created a Marine Finfish Panel 
which included recreational fishermen, commercial fishermen, 
environmentalists, university people, and elected representatives 
of the state. One of the changes that the panel received was to 
put together a document that /would set policies, standards, and 
definitions that the agency could use to guide itself in future 
decision making. These would be relatively broad guidelines that 
the Commission or the department, or both, would agree to and say 
this is what we are going to do to try and manage marine finfish 
and that any future action that is taken will have to be consistent 
with this set of policies or it will not be adopted. Given this 
charge, the group came up with a document and presented it to 
Secretary Van Sickle. Since that time the department using legal 
staff and other members of the department reviewed the document, 
made some recommended changes, went back to the original Marine 
FirTfish^Panel and present changes, received the panel's feedback 
on the proposed changes, made some final fine tuning and was- 
presented l to Secretary Van Sickle. Secretary Van Sickle has 
basically approved this and is now presenting it to the Commission 
for action if they prefer to take it. Dr. Clark explained that 
this proposal under the Administrative Procedure Act could be 
adopted as a rule if the Commission wishes to do so in the future.

O ' -
JSecretary Van Sickle advised that all of this came out of a 

controversy t w o a M  three years ago with the fishermen in a real 
desperate conflict wondering how the fisheries were going to be 
managed and they wanted some predictive tool by which the 
department would be consistent from one fish to the next. 

\  Basically this policy is similar to what some other states have 
n t passed or established as a wav they are aoinq to manage fish. It

does not favor one user group over another. It basically says the 
department is going to be fair, shoot for optimum yield, worry 
about habitat and all the good things that go into fishery 
management ,_____Secretary Van Sickle stated that the department's 
basically living^by^he policy now but if the Commission wanted to

r u i ^ w d  give fishermen some certainty as/
hew—fee :

fisheries. The Commission was encouraged by Secretary Van Sickle 
to read this policy, word for word, because it will guide them in 
the future and basically say this is how the department is going 
to operate. By not adopting this it would not be asfcertain'for^the 
fishermen. Secretary Van Sickle stated that thrS^policy is a 
healthy thing to adopt and puts predictability and certainty into 
the fisheries management plans.

promulgate it as a ruI^ABd give fishermen some certainty as/6o how 
the department is going to allocate resources, and hew—te manage

Chairman Pol commented that since everybody was consulted on 
this except the Commission he would certainly like to read it over 
and make his decision. Mr. Jenkins advised that as a Commission 
member he was appointed to be on the panel and did spend a lot of 
time with this policy and did help to write it. Dr. Clark stated 
that he would like to make one final comment and that is to be fair 
to the process that there have been changes to this Policy,
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Standards, and Definitions that were not voted on/by the Marine 
Finfish Panel and if this document was taken back/co them and said 
yes or no he does know what their vote would, be. What the 
department did was to take this as advice, consulted the legal 
staff of the department and changes were made/bo-wt

This is not. to be
fair to the panel, the document that they came up with pointed out 
Dr. Clark. Secretary Van Sickle stated that the changes were minp 
and asked Dr. Clark if he wanted to explain them. Dr. Clark stated 
that he is not sure that they were minor in the viewd^of the 
members of the Marine Finfish Panel and he does not want to speak 
for them.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Daniel Edgar if he wanted to make some 
comments on this. Mr. Edgar, member of the Marine Finfish Panel, 
commented that he thought the panel ended up with a very good ^ — -
documentT^-The panel all agreed on and voted on everything except 
the allocationpa-rt at the very end. Mr. Edgar asked that before/^ 
the Commission make's, any permanent decisions he would like the 
opportunity to reviewVthe changed document as this is the^f-irst 
time he has ever seenX The panel would like to lopk^at 
between now and the next Commission meeting and if^there are any 
problems it will be brought up advised Mr. Edgar. Chairman Pol 
stated by all means and it is his suggestion/that the Commission 
be allowed to review this document. This will be put on the agenda 
for the November meeting and this will^give everybody a chance to 
review the document. Chairman Pol asiked Dr. Clark if he agreed 
with this suggestion. /

Dr. Clark stated that hp^thought Secretary Van Sickle said it 
more correctly and that is^as far as the department is concerned 
it is operating under the policy. It is the Commission's choice 
whether or not they want to just say we agree or actually to adopt 
it under the Administrative Procedure Act. Chairman Pol advised 
that it will be put on the agenda next month for adoption.

At Thursday's meeting Mr. Joey Shepard gave an Update on 
Spotted Seatrout Sampling Results. Mr. Shepard, along with his 
update, gave a slide presentation. The department does have 
samples for August advised Mr. Shepard and the high salinity, mid
salinity and low salinity areas will be reported on as they were 
defined at last month's meeting. Looking at this there is nothing 
that is a whole lot different with catch efforts or for the most 
part high salinity areas. Mid-salinity areas are pretty much the 
same thing as before with fish being in the higher salinity areas 
for August. The fish seem to be coming up a little bit or at least 
meeting what it was in the past from 1986-89 in catch effort. In 
the low salinity areas the fish are just not there. There is more 
of a decline in the historic information rather than an incline in 
the 1990 data. In the low salinity areas there is probably not 
much difference in the historic average over that time period. 
Comparing the two mesh sizes (1" and 1.5") in 1990 it stills shows 
the high salinity areas with the most fish. Concluding, Mr. Shepard 
pointed out the overall entire sampling in the coastal marshes,
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regardless of high, mid, or low salinity areas and where it stands 
in August and advised that on the handouts there is some 
preliminary September data and if everyone would look at the slide 
they would see where the September figure is on those particular 
handouts.

Chairman Pol asked if any of the Commission members had any 
questions. Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Shepard if the salinities were 
still not normal in most areas. Mr. Shepard answered that they 
are below the last four year average. Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. 
Shepard that he is still saying that the fish are there but they 
are offshore. Mr. Shepard answered the high concentrations are

l_^in the high salinity areas with offshore being the beaches on out. 
Mr. Jenkins stated that last month there were practically no fish 
in the marsh area nets, about thirty percent of the normal in the 
bay areas with twice as many normal on the beach area and asked if 
this is the way it is again. Mr. Shepard answered right and if you 
look at when they would have come in and use this as an index 
compared to previous years it would have been about twice as much 
in the higher salinity areas. Mr. Jenkins stated that his basic 
question is where are the fish, they are not there. Mr. Shepard 
stated that they are catching fish. Mr. Jenkins asked what do you 
mean you are catching fish? Mr. Shepard answered that they are at 
least average for the last five years in the high salinity areas 
Mr. Jenkins commented that the only place you have got any nets 
the high salinity areas are ten nets on the beach, right. /Mr. 
Shepard answered right. Mr. Jenkins stated so this is what Mr. 
Shepard is saying that they are catching a lot of fish in ̂ t^n nets 
on the beach. Mr. Jenkins advised that the recreational/fishermen 
he has been talking to are not catching fish. Th^^commercial
fishermen that he has talked to are way below averag^< Mr. Jenkins 
asked if there was a problem in the fisherteer Mr. Shepard 
answered that this was a tough question to answer and there will 
be more information once a stock assessment is done. Chairman Pol 
asked when was the stock assessment going to be done? Mr. Shepard 
advised that it was suppose to be completed by January, 1991. Mr. 
McCall asked what was the farthest catch nets to the west. Mr. 
Shepard answered Calcasieu Lake with six sample stations. Mr. 
McCall asked if fish were being caught in the lake. Mr. Shepard 
answered that he has not broken it down by samples but if he is not 
mistaken just from talking to the people over there they are 
catching fish. Mr. McCall stated you are the only one doing it. 
Mr. Jenkins stated emphatically that nobody is catching fish. 
Chairman Pol advised that they have letters from all over saying 
that they are not catching any fish and yet the department is 
coming to the Commission and saying that fish are being caught.

Dr. Clark addressed the Commission and stated that the 
Commission is asking what the department's assessment of the 
situation is and they are giving the Commission the best 
information that the department has. Chairman Pol stated that 
something is wrong.
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Mr. Claude Daigle, Hackberry, LA, Calcasieu Lake, Claude's 

Seafood addressed the Commission. Mr. Daigle/stated that he sells 
bait shrimp to the sports fishermen in the/area. Off of the 210 
bridge, right now in Lake Charles, there/are more boats and more 
fish caught in that area with no room left for other boats to get 
under the bridge. Out of the north encl of Big Lake people are 
catching their limits on speckled trout7 and sand trout but has no 
data or proof on this stated Mr. Daigle other than he sells the 
bait and the reports that he is getting from his area is that north 
of the Lake, in the deep hole, they are using live shrimp and all 
the fishermen are catching four to five pounds speckled trout and 
getting their limits. One of Mr./Daigle's commercial fishermen 
came in with a thousand pounds of /speckled trout in one net, one 
setting and a hundred and something pounds of sand trout. Off the 
beach, right now, from Johnson Bayou to Holly Beach there are four 
to five pound speckled trout if /you wade out to about three feet 
and use fresh bait advised Mr. Daigle. There have been fishermen 
all up and down the beach for/the last two weeks. Mr. Daigle 
stated that he does not have the evidence to prove this. Chairman 
Pol stated that they have talked to the largest charter boat 
business out of that area which is also the largest charter boat 
fleet in the state and they are not catching the fish. Mr. Daigle 
stated that he has talked with Terry Shanessey and two of his 
guides a couple of days ago and they told him they are doing good. 
Another guide, Mr. East, says/the fishing is tremendous. Chairman 
Pol advised that he has got twenty letters from Lake Charles 
telling him that the people/ are not catching fish. Mr. Daigle 
asked what was the problem. / Chairman Pol stated that he did not 
know. Mr. Daigle advised the he could go tomorrow and take someone 
if they would like to go with him in his boat. Mr. Jenkins stated 
that they offered this to him in New Orleans and he has not had the 
first soul to call. Mr. Daigle stated that he would be glad to 
take them fishing if they are interested and that there is some 
information wrong somewhere and he was not here to exaggerate 
to the Commission but to tell them the truth. Mr. Daigle advised 
that he has the one thousand pounds of speckled trout recorded on 
his camera, VCR, with the date. Chairman Pol stated that Mr. 
McCall is from Cameron, runs a big boat service and he reports back 
as a Commission member that the fish are not being caught. Mr. 
McCall is talking about on the sports fishermen side and they are 
not catching fish. Mr. Daigle extended his offer again to take 
anyone who was interested fishing in his area.

Mr. Pete Garrick addressed the Commission and stated that he 
thought he knew what part of the problem was with the trout. The 
problem that is being seeing is probably like he is seeing in his 
area. There are a lot of people going out and not catching the 
fish because they are casting plastics. The biggest problem with 
this right now is the fact with the freshwater and high algae 
blooms there is a lot of bait. Mr. Garrick stated that the people 
he knows from the mariners that are going out and fishing to get 
away from everybody they are coming in with fish. They are 
throwing a lot of fish back between eight and nine inches but they 
are coming in with a limit of decent size fish stated Mr. Garrick.



Mr. Garrick personally has not fished speckled trout because he 
fishes drum at this time of the year because it is to hot to fish 
commercially in his area to see what is coming up in the nets. Mr. 
Garrick stated that he does know a couple of people that have been 
striking on them and they are catching a few fish, not a lot. 
Again this is a bait problem and you have to get around the bait 
and the fish are underneath the bait. Mr. Garrick believes that 
most of the people that are complaining have swung through the 
years in fishing with a lot of plastic baits and not using shads, 
shiners, and live shrimp. The fish are not going to eat the 
plastic if there is an abundance of bait. Mr. Garrick stated that 
anybody who has been out there sampling can tell you there is more 
bait in the waters of this state right now than then he has ever 
seen. Mr. Jenkins stated that he agrees with this.

Jane Black addressed the Commission and presented forty two 
letters to the Commission from businesses (gas stations, motels, 
restaurants) in Leeville and Grand Isle. The businesses are asking 
for the Commission's consideration because of the financial impact 
if there was no trout fishery. Also from the commercial fishing 
organization in the area they would like the Commission to please 
wait and consider the overall review of this fisheries that will 

ready in January that the department is working on and encourage 
the^Commission to make a decision based on that data rather than 
one saeed perhaps prematurely. Chairman Pol advised that the 
Commission is going to do this and does not know where the rumor 
got started that the Commission was intending to close the speckled 
trout season. This Commission has never discussed this and what 
they want to do is to find out what is the best for both sides of 
the fence stated Chairman Pol. Ms. Black stated that she did think 
the public^-did~™>€ecede that the Commission was considering an 
emergency closure. Mr. Jenkins asked Ms. Black if so far this year 
was^the commercial take of speckled normal, below normal or above 
normal. Ms. Black answered that she really did not know but 
believed there were plenty of people in the audience that could 
tell and the last that she knows was that it was average. Mr. 
Jenkins asked Dr. Clark if there was any information on the landing 
data? Mr. Jones asked Mr. Foret what he found the catches were. 
Mr. Foret answered the catches were way below normal right now but 
does not believe the speckled trout are in danger. There are only 
a couple of gill nets in his area but with the price of gas this 
has kind of put them out of business. First couple of trips they 
made out were good then after that it had dropped down to almost 
nothing. Mr. Foret stated that he still thinks you have to wait 
a while to find out what is going to happen. Mr. Jenkins advised 
that this was the same report that he has gotten. Dr. Clark 
answered Mr. Jenkins' question and stated that some phone cal 
have been made to quite a few dealers in each of the areas and the 
historical record has also been looked at. The historical /for 
about the past five years shows that the commercial landings in the 
month of September run anywhere from about ten to fifteen thousand 
pounds up to over a hundred thousand pounds. So if you ask the 
question what is normal for September that is a hard question to 
answer stated Dr. Clark. The average over the last five years is
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about eighty thousand pounds and if Dr. Clark had to guess on the 
basis of the phone surveys that the department/has right now about . 
how many pounds were landed in September it would be approaching -ilX- 
this. ' S  I

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission and stated th
are tworealizes the concern of everybody. There 

commercial fishermen are not fishing anb the same rea
an&

he
reasops the 

ns the
recreational are not catching fish an'd that it has/been an 
outstanding shrimp season this year /and low salinity. The 
recreational fishermen are not catching fish because/they are so 
accustomed to going so close in that the speckled trojdt do not need 
to bite. You can go ten miles out of Shell Keys/and there are 
still large patches of water lilies all over /Vermilion, Cote 
Blanche Bay, and East Cote Blanche Bay. This is not traditional 
speckled trout season. Mr. Edgar stated he'7 knows everyone's 
concern that the fish has not been/caught this year and maybe it 
is all for the good. If the freeze did take^a little bit of the 
fish, then that fish has not been in the estuaries or in the areas 
where it can be fished so they have not been caught. These living 
fish will have made up for the tew that ythe freeze has taken and 
Mr. Edgar's personal opinion is rhat everything is in pretty good 
shape but does agree that it needs to be looked at and in January 
take a close look at it and make sure/the fishery is alright.

Mr. Claude Daigle addressed tb& Commission and advised, 
the month of September is one/of the slowest months the 
fishermen out of Hackberry, Eouisifana, have in general. /There are 
records showing September/ in /past of— the catchcte and the 
productivity being very slow and usually around the first part of 
October until the end of October is when the trout season for thi

In sports fishing^ifarea starts up strong. In sports fishing.if you_do-not^have live 
shrimp you can forget catching the trout stated Mr. Daigle

Mr. Mark Hilzin with the GCCA addressed the Commission and 
stated "that he has sat up here for eight months coming to the ,16% 
meetings, now, and knows the poor Commissioners have had to sit on 
that side listening. We have a fishery here that at least to the^, 
recreational fishermen it is absolutely the bread and butter of tper 
fishery and probably to quite a few commercial fishermen itxis 
their bread and butter also. We are sitting here trying to decide 
the fate of this fishery and now we have resorted to w-ise/tales, 
rumors, who knows how to fish better, what you hear down the street 
and are spending probably a million and half dollars a year with 
a Finfish Section that should be able to give us the kind of 
information that is needed to make decisions on this. Here we are 
resorting to the kind of discussion that we have had the last half 
hour or so. I think the real bottom line of this whole issue is 
not the trout, not the redfish, whatever, the bottom line is what 
in the world is this department doing and what are we going to do 
to make this sections give us the kind of information that is 
needed so that the proper decision can be made".
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Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission as President of the 
Southwest Pass Oysters Growers and Dealers Association and stated 
that he has never had the chance to personally come by and thank 
the Commission for their support on their experimental marking 
system. The members of the organizations have got most of the 
reefs marked, the color coded pipes, etc. and all of this is 
working excellent. The problem is a lot better than it was . The 
members have not gone any further with the marking system because 
of the law suit and the legality of the leases and the members just 
want to put it on hold before they spend all of the money to get 
the shot points, maps, etc. As soon as this matter is a little 
clearer the maps, sections will be supplied and Mr. Edgar thanked 
the department and Commission for their support in the past.

Chairman Pol called for a motion to adjourn the meeting of 
Thursday, October 4, 1990 and reconvene at 9 a.m. on Friday, 
October 5, 1990. Mr. McCall made a motion that the October 
Commission be adjourned and reconvened in the morning. The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed unanimously.

Chairman Pol reconvened the October Commission meeting on 
Friday, October 5, 1990 at 9 a.m.

At Friday's meeting Mr. Ron Dugas presented a Resolution/ 
Declaration of Emergency for the Calcasieu/Saline Lakes Oyster 
Season. Mr. Dugas stated that it is basically the time to look at 
setting the oyster season on the public tonging reefs in Calcasieu 
and Sabine Lakes in the western portion of the state. The grounds 
have been inventoried and it was found that there is roughly twice 
the available supply of commercial oyster then last year and it 
looks like there is a pretty good resource in the area. Mr. Dugas 
read the resolution. The department is recommending the maximum 
fishing season in the area and is to open it one half-hour before 
sunrise on Monday, November 5, 1990 and close one half-hour after 
sunset on March 30, 1991. Mr. Dugas stated that it would truly be 
remiss if it was not realized that there was a water quality 
problem in Calcasieu thus the Health Department has to do an awful 
lot of sampling and their season will be coupled with the 
department's season. The specific area to be opened within 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will depend upon health department's 
determination of the waters being safe for harvesting. Mr. Dugas 
pointed out that a lot of the area in Calcasieu has to be staked 
off and the secretary of the department will have the authority to 
close all parts of the area for enforcement consideration. Within 
R.S. 56:435.1 there is a provision that allows the department to 
extend the season for a portion of the days that it is closed 
because of the health problem so the department's secretary will 
ha%ethe authority Q
t o o S T a y — the— tiosing of the season to compensate for health 
closures and delay not to exceed past April 30th advised Mr. Dugas.

Chairman Pol asked if any members of the Commission had any 
questions. Mr. McCall asked what was the opening day last year. 
Mr. Dugas answered November 15th. Last year's season was shorten



because of a hurricane which caused flooding thus loosing oysters. 
Mr. McCall stated that with the closures last year this year's 
season will help out a lot and/is very pleased with it.

Chairman Pol called for a motion on the resolution/ 
declaration of emergency to open the oyster season in 
Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes, 1990-91. Mr. Jenkins moved on the 
resolution on the Calcasieu/Sabine Lakes as read by Mr. Dugas. Mr. 
McCall seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution 
is made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE LAKES 

1990/91 OYSTER SEASON

Adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
October , 1990, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:435.1 prescribes that the Calcasieu and Sabine 
Lakes public oyster tonging reefs may open during 
designated periods in November and close during 
designated periods in March with the additional authority 
to delay closing as a result of health closures, and

WHEREAS, the oyster grounds of Calcasieu Lake have been 
inventoried by Department biologists, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Health and Hospitals, Office of Public 
Health has been monitoring the waters of Calcasieu and 
Sabine Lakes to insure that the areas meet the water 
quality standards for the harvesting of shellfish, now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the public tonging reefs of 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes open 1/2 hour before sunrise 
on Monday, November 5, 1990, and extend until 1/2 hour
after sunset March 30, 1991, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the specific areas to be open within 
Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will depend upon Health 
Department classifications that these waters are safe for 
the harvesting of oysters, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Secretary of Wildlife and 
Fisheries will have the authority of closing portion of 
or the entire area because of enforcement problems, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Department Secretary has the
authority to delay the closing of this season to 
compensate for health closures, such delays not to extend 
past April 20, 1991.



Warren I. Pol, Chairman 
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Comm.

Virginia Van Sickle, Secretary 
LA Dept. Wildlife & Fisheries

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of the 
Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:953 (B) and R.S. 49:967 and 
under the authority of R.S. 56:435.1 notice is hereby given that 
the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission has adopted a rule 
describing the conduct of the 1990-91 oyster season in Calcasieu 
and Sabine Lakes. The season shall be conducted as follows:

1. The 1990/91 oyster season in Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will 
open 1/2 hour before sunrise Monday, November 5, 1990, and 
extend until 1/2 hour after sunset, Thursday, March 30, 1991.

2. Harvest will be by tonging only.

3. The waters of Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes will be open only 
when the state Department of Health and Hospitals classifies 
these waters as safe for the harvest of oysters.

4. The Department's Secretary has the authority to delay the 
closing of this season to compensate for health closures, such 
delay not to extend past April 30, 1991 or close the season 
if biological information indicates the need to do so or if 
enforcement problems arise.

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

A Resolution /Emergency Declaration on Mackerel/Cobia was 
presented by Dr. Clark at Friday's meeting. Dr. Clark informed the 
Commission that the department comes before them somewhat regularly 
to bring them actions that would bring the state into concurrence 
with what the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council has done 
and this is one of those. In a recent amendment to the mackerel 
plan several changes were made and these changes are reflected in 
the proposed rule. The arguments used for putting these in place 
are basically the same everytime and that is the Gulf Council goes
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through and does a stock assessment, estimates what an allowable 
catch is for each of the species/and then discusses/ and debates 
what the appropriate regulations are to equate the take to what is 
acceptable and then the Council /implements those regulations. As 
a state the department comes back to the Commission I and implement* 
them for state's waters. If tAis is not done then the harvest of 
the resource can often exceed greatly what the stock assessment 
says is appropriate. Dr. Clark pointed out the authorization in 
the resolution giving the secretary the authority to proceed with 
promulgation of the rule until the final ratification at which time 
the Commission will act uo6n it again.

Chairman Pol called/for questions from the Commission. Dr. 
Hines asked if there was basically no changes thnt wnn nprratnd 
ndcr^-in the past. Dr. Clark stated that there are a couple of 

minor changes. A minimum size length is being added to King 
Mackerel and probably will not have much impact on fishermen 
because they do not tend to bring in King Mackerel under fourteen 
inches. The reason it is being put there is because there is a law 
enforcement problem that often people will bring in fish undersized 
and claim that they thought it was a King Mackerel when they 
thought it was a Spanish Mackerel and there are minimum size limits 
on Spanish Mackerel. The minimum legal size on Gobi a is not 
changing. The recreational bag limit on Spanish Mackerel is not 
changing. There is a new bag limit on Cobia. Historically there 
has been both a fork limit and a total length limit and in tho-moot- 

ient=ea>=ee the National Marine Fisheries Service has lost a^-jpeG
couple of cases in court because their agents took a total length 
measurement but they did not also take the fork length measurement 
and the court ruled that if you have both in the law then the law 
officer has to take both and you have to prove that the person is 
illegal in both to make the case. There is no good reason to have 
two minimum size limits so from now on all the ones that will be 
brought to the Commission will have total length as the minimum 
size and will be dropping all dual minimum size limits advised Dr. 
Clark.

Chairman Pol called for a motion to accept the 
resolution/emergency declaration on the mackerel/cobia. A motion 
was made by Mr. McCall and seconded by Dr. Hines. The motion 
passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution 
is made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
Recreational Bag Limits for Spanish and King Mackerel

WHEREAS, Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia are managed 
under the federal Fishery Management Plan for the Coastal 
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic, and



WHEREAS, this fishery management plan establishes bag limits and 
size limits for Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia 
taken in the federal waters of the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic, and

WHEREAS, the Gulf and South Atlantic Fishery Management Councils 
have requested that the Gulf States adopt bag limits for 
Spanish mackerel, king mackerel and cobia compatible with 
those contained in the federal fishery management plan, 
and

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission pursuant 
to R.S. 49:953(B) and 967(D) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act and under the authority of R.S. 56:325.1 
and 326.3 is empowered to set bag limits and size limits.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby adopt emergency regulations 
establishing bag limits and size limits for Spanish 
mackerel, king mackerel and cobia which are compatible 
with those contained in the federal fishery management 
plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the 
Declaration of Emergency is attached to and make a part 
of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
these emergency regulations and the final rule, including 
but not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the complete contents of the rule
establishing recreational bag limits for Spanish and king 
mackerel is attached to and made a part of this 
resolution.

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

Virginia Van Sickle 
Secretary

(The full text of the declaration of



emergency is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(b) 
and 967(D) of the Administrative Procedures Act and under the 
authority of R.S. 56:325.1, 326.1 and 326.3, the Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission hereby finds that imminent peril to the public 
welfare exists and accordingly adopts the following emergency rule:

The minimum legal size for possession of Spanish mackerel 
(Scomberomorus maculatus) and king mackerel (Scomberomorus cayalla) 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of
Louisiana shall be 14 inches total length.

The minimum legal size for possession of cobia (Rachvcentron 
canadum) whether caught within or without the territorial waters 
of Louisiana shall be 37 inches total length.

The recreational bag limit for possession of Spanish mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of
Louisiana shall be 10 fish per person per day.

The recreational bag limit for possession of king mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters of
Louisiana shall be 2 fish per person per day for private vessels. \ 
For charter vessels the recreational bag limit for king mackerel 
whether caught within or without the territorial waters^of
Louisiana shall be either 3 fish per person per day, excluding 
captain and crew, or 2 fish per person per day, including ""captain 
and crew, whichever is greater. For the purpose of/this rule, 
charter vessels shall be defined as vessels permitted by the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to fish as a chargfer vessel under 
the Federal Fishing Management Plan for the Coastal Migratory 
Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic.

The recreational and commercial bag limit for possession of 
cobia whether caught within or without the territorial waters of 
Louisiana shall be 2 fish per person per day.

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

Ms. Bettsie Baker gave an update at Friday's meeting on the 
Permits for Artificial Reef Program/Shell Mitigation. Ms. Baker 
advised that these two issues were put together because they are 
related. The department is trying to do the inshore reef program 
mainly with shell mitigation that should be received from shell 
dredging contracts. At last month's meeting the Commission had



asked for an update on where the department stood on the permits 
and requested that if the permits had not been received by the next 
Commission meeting to have representatives from both DNR and DEQ 
present so that they could come in and tell the Commissiop why they 
are running so late. Mr. Baker gave a brief overview of the 
permitting process which is a very lengthy process. Part of the 
reason that the process has taken so long advised Ms. Baker is that 
the department was looking for a general permit which encompasses 
any materials that the department may potentially wish ̂ to use as 
reef material and not just shell. Comments have been received from 
DNR and DEQ and they are finished with their end of the business. 
On September 27 formal notice was received to proceed that there 
is a ten day notice time where the department has to notice in the 
newspaper to see if any person has any comments, questions, or 
anything they would like to say about the reef program and the 
department is now in the ten day comment period. At the 
termination of the ten day notice period there will be thirty to 
sixty days for the Corps of Engineers to get comments from 
individuals and at the termination of this the department should 
be in business and be able to move forward with the program. At 
this point the department has gotten approval from all of the 
various state agencies, in another five days the department will 
be finished with its formal advertisement and notice will be sixty 
days from there advised Ms. Baker. To update the Commission on 
mitigation, Ms. Baker advised that letters have been sent to each 
of the shell dredging companies requesting that they come forward 
with mitigation. Values have been tabulated as to how much clam 
or oyster shell is required from each party that has been dredging 
since 1982. Mr. Ron Gomez has received a response from Dravo Basic 
Materials that essentially said they were ready to move forward and 
sit down and talk about the amount of mitigation that is required. 
The other two companies told the department to "go fly a kite" 
stated Ms. Baker. Queen Bess Island has been isolated for the 
first drop of shell mitigation and the department is ready to move 
forward there concluded Ms. Baker.

Chairman Pol asked if the spots have been picked. Ms. Baker 
advised that in April the department personnel went out and six 
places have been identified that the department was interested in 
putting out shell (two in Vermilion, two in Terrebonne Parish, one 
in Barataria Bay and one in...).

At Friday's meeting Mr. Mike Landrum presented the Notice of 
Intent for the Bayou Sauvage/Orleans Parish - Enforcement of Parish 
Hunting Ordinance and/or Total Closure of Hunting Season for 
Certain Areas in Orleans Parish. Mr. Landrum explained that this 
is some old business that was taken up as an emergency rule at last 
month's meeting and this is the formal notice of intent for the 
permanent rule. Mr. Landrum asked the Commission to adopt the 
notice of intent which would close the hunting season and prohibit 
hunting or shooting by any means or device in this area. A motion 
was made by Dr. Hines and seconded by Mr. Jenkins to adopt the 
notice of intent. The motion passed unanimously.

a



(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76
Wildlife and Fisheries

PART III. STATE GAME AND FISH PRESERVES AND SANCTUARIES 

Chapter 3. Particular Game and Fish Preserves and Commissions 

Section 320. Bayou Sauvage, Orleans Parish.

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice 
of its intent to close that portion of Orleans Parish East of the 
Jefferson-Orleans Parish line, Northward to the southern shoreline 
of Lake Pontchartrain, northeast along the southern shoreline of 
Lake Pontchartrain to South Point, east-southeast along the 
southern shoreline of Lake Pontchartrain to Chef Pass, the southern 
shoreline of Chef Pass eastward to the western shoreline of the 
Intra-Coastal Waterway, the western shoreline of the Intra-Coastal 
Waterway southward to the Industrial Canal, the Industrial Canal 
south to the Mississippi River, and the Mississippi River to the 
Orleans-Jefferson Parish line to all hunting or shooting by any 
means or device.

Interested persons may submit written comments until 4:30 
p.m., January 9, 1991, to: Tommy Candies, LA Department Wildlife
and Fisheries, Enforcement Division, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 
70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 56:6 and 115.
HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, L.R. : (
,1991).

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

Mr. Jones asked about the two companies that told the 
department to go fly a kite dealing with the shell mitigation and 
asked Mike Landrum what was the department going to do. Mr. 
Landrum advised that he has not had a chance to talk to Ms. Baker 
about this and does not know what the situation is. Mr. Baker 
informed Mr. Jones that she and Mr. Puckett have been working on 
the shell mitigation issue and Mr. Landrum has not been involved



and assured Mr. Jones that the department will pursue this matter.

At Friday's meeting Colonel Winton Vidrine gave the Monthly 
Law Enforcement Report. Colonel Vidrine gave the September Monthly 
Law Enforcement Report. The following number of cases were made:

Region I - 132
Region II - 133 (34 migratory game bird cases over baited area)
Region III - 161
Region IV - 41
Region V - 201
Region VI - 150
Region VII - 180 (25 migratory game bird cases over baited area)/'' 
Region VIII - 248 
Region IX - 158

SWEP issued no citations this past month as the Ripride was 
broken down. The personnel worked on a spotter plan/ case and 
cleaned out warehouses. Oyster Strike Force had twenty eight 
citations. There was a grand total of 1,432 cases for September 
and a slow month advised Colonel Vidrine.

Chairman Pol asked if there were any questions from the 
Commissioners. Mr. McCall asked that next month he presumed they 
would see a number in front of SWEP. Colonel Vidrine stated he- 
sure they will. Mr. Jenkins asked how much did they receive from 
the twelve foot alligator. Colonel Vidrine answered sixty two 
dollars a foot. Secretary Van Sickle advised that enforcement had 
to go to extreme lengths to make a case against the spotter plane 
because of a very crafty law breaker and commended Colonel Vidrine 
and his staff on a good job.

At Friday's meeting, under OTHER BUSINESS Senator Joe 
McPherson addressed the Commission on Hunting of Deer with Dogs in 
Rapides Parish. Senator McPherson advised that since the time he 
was first elected he has had the opportunity to work with the 
department and Commission on legislation that has been very good 
for the natural resources of the state. Senator McPherson stated 
that he wanted to talk to the Commission about the closure of a 
large area in Rapides Parish to hunting with dogs and the changing 
of some season lengths for dog hunting in Rapides Parish and knows 
that the Commission has a difficult time in listening to someone 
like him in changing something that has already been published in 
the pamphlet. Senator McPherson asked the Commission to listen and 
take under serious consideration the opening of an area back up to 
hunting with dogs until a more conclusive study of the area can be 
done and have more public input. This would not be an enforcement 
problem because you are not closing an area, or changing seasons 
that are already in the pamphlet to where you have a problem with 
prosecution. Senator McPherson pointed out that a tremendous area 
of Rapides Parish that is opened to hunting is the Kisatchie 
National Forest where the department severely limited the number



of deer hunting days this year and also the department limited the 
number of days of hunting with dogs on Kisatchie National Forest. 
Senator McPherson stated that another very significant area of 
Rapides Parish was closed to hunting with dogs by the department 
and believes this was without any real public input. The reason 
that has been given for closure of this area was that a group of 
landowners came to the department and requested that it be closed. 
Senator McPherson commented that in his discussions with Mr. Hugh 
Bateman it was "that in these instances, well we think that it is 
probably alright from a biological standpoint, we think that we 
have good public support and think that the majority of the 
landowners are in favor of it” then the normal course would be to 
make the recommendation to the Commission and close the area. 
Senator McPherson advised that what was found out was that one of 
the department's employees that hunts in the area that prefers to 
still hunt went around and orchestrated letters from landowners, 
who own insignificant amounts of land in the acreage being 
discussed, to the district supervisor asking that the property be 
closed. Since the individual that orchestrated this works in the 
department's Information and Education Section Senator McPherson 
believes that because of the circumstances by which this area was 
closed the Commission would be right by opening the area to hunting 
with dogs. Senator McPherson gave the department over a thousand 
signatures of landowners and interested individuals from Rapides 
"Parish, northern Evangeline Parish and Avoyelles Parish that have 
spoklixin opposition of this closure. Senator McPherson stated 
that ifN-t was not for the fact that it was one of the department's 
personnel \because of his self-interest who went around and 
orchestratedxthe letter writing to get the area closed that he 
would not be attending the meeting today. A letter was read by 
Senator McPherson pertaining to the Meeker Hunting Club and 
misrepresentation of the club and he informed the Commission that

d̂iaŝ t-has got) numerous letters just like the one from the Meeker Hunting 
C l u b A  department peWonned. went around and solicited letters 
withdut explaining to people what was actually being proposed and 
iMen the department based its' decision and recommendations to the 
Commission based upon this information pointed out Senator 
McPherson.

Chairman Pol asked Senator McPherson if what he was proposing 
that the area be opened as it was last year. Senator McPherson 
stated that this is what he would like to see. Chairman Pol asked 
Mr. Bateman if he had discussed this with the Senator. Mr. Bateman 
stated that the Senator and he had talked briefly by phone about 
him coming to Baton Rouge and what his concerns were regarding this 
issue. Mr. Bateman commented that he would be glad to answer any 
questions relative to the whole list of things that Senator 
McPherson put before them and believes that the Commissioners know 
that in regard to still hunting/dog hunting area changes there is 
always controversy. Mr. Bateman stated that he did not know 
exactly what the Commission wanted him to say in terms of perhaps 
a justification of this and thinks the Commission understands that 
when this is done the department generally wants good support from



landowners and that was the procedure that was followed. This was 
part of the change that occurred starting back in February/with the 
staff meetings and proceeded right on through the meeting^ with the 
Commission and the APA and as so often is the cas^ when the 
department makes a change in rules and regulations and the public 
starts reading the pamphlet this is when more > than | oftenf they! 
become aware of what is going on. Mr. Bateman advised that Mr. 1 
Czerny Newland, District Supervisor, Alexandria is attending the 
meeting and he would be glad to have him answer any questions 
specifically as to why the recommendation for this area. Mr. 
Bateman advised that another map was put together by Mr. Newland 
showing the places where the department felt like they had good 
support for this change to still hunting. The Meeker Hunting Club 
specifically was mentioned and the letter which Senator McPherson 
read was also received by the department. The individual who was 
President of the hunting club indicated that he was mislead and Mr. 
Bateman stated that a lot of times people commit to things 
privately and then when publicly things happen they do not feel 
like they can support it. Mr. Bateman advised that the two major 
land holding companies on the map (T. L. James and Crowell) 
indicated to the department verbally that they had no problem with 
the change from dog hunting to still hunting and understands their 
reluctant to come before the Commission with something in writing.-/' 
indicating that they were in favor of this. The department-goes 
trough this constantly where verbally p e op 1 e ^ w i H T ^  support 

something and if it becomes a controversy they-'are not willing 
publicly to support it. Mr. Jenkins asked-Mr^Bateman why he won't 
say why people^fet) do not want to support this publicly. Mr. 
Bateman answered that he did npt^Chink he had to and he thinks 
everybody understands that the^iand holding companies in Louisiana 
do^fiot need anymore problem; than they already have. Mr. Jenkins 
stated that it is because they have been threatened by the peopl 
Mr. Bateman advised that he does not know about this in this^case.
Mr. Jenkins commented stated that he does know this^betiause after 
meetings they have told the Commission, the department, etc. this 
and this is why they don't want to come up and^say it. Mr. Bateman 
repeated that he does not specifically instills particular instance 
in Rapides Parishjthat this— pnr'H  m il ffr threat has been made but 
knows that Mr. JJ>nkins is correct there have been people from other 
parts of^the-state tell the Commission and department that they are 
noj^-wiriing to say publicly what they will try to do in working 
1th the department cooperatively and private on. This presents 

a dilemma to the Commission, to the Secretary of the department, 
as well as the staff. Mr. Bateman added that from a biological 
standpoint if you look at most of the uncontrolled lands on the 
map, at-large lands, would represents in Mr. Newland*s judgment 
probably a hundred to a hundred and fifty acres, perhaps two 
hundred acres and if you just step across the line onto the 
Alexandria State Forest the deer herd is about one to twenty five 
or one to thirty per acre. There may be some exceptions within 
this on some of the clubs that have gotten good control of their 
lands and have taken care of their resources. This, in fact, is 
also part of this very complex and troublesome formula that the 
department looks at when a recommendation is made to the Commission



advised Mr. Bateman. The department is aware that there are 
differences between the existing deer herds on the outside or in 
areas of the state that influence what is recommended to the 
Commission in terms of what is done. This is exactly what was at 
the heart of the recommendation on the Kisatchie National Forest 
and there is absolutely no reason biologically that there can't be 
as many deer on some of the lands that were changed this year 
explained Mr. Bateman. Mr. Bateman stated that he is very 
appreciative that the Commission went along with the department on 
the change in Kisatchie National Forest and there is absolutely no 
reason why we have got to have a deer to a hundred acres on some 
property in Louisiana and step right across the line, right across 
the road, four miles up the highway and we got a deer for twenty 
five. There is a real difference there and this is the heart of 
the biological matter that the department is trying to get to and 
Mr. Bateman stated that he knows there are other issues involved 
and did not want to say anything else.

Secretary Van Sickle stated that she would like to say 
something about the other issue. Senator McPherson's real problem 
is that a member of the department's staff, and Secretary Van 
Sickle is not saying whether he did it or not, has going out and j£-
basically recruited people to their side of an opinion or an issue. 
Secretary Van Sickle commented that she has a problem with t h i s ^ ^  
also because whether people in the department work for the game 
division, enforcement, etc. they work for the Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries and should not get involved in controversial 
issues where the Commission has public hearings and tr/s to hear 
from the general public. Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Bateman 
if he allowed his people to go out and try to get together public 
groups or letters to the Commission and campaign for a still 
hunting or dog hunting issue. Mr. Bateman answered no, not 
directly, but he hastens to add that on the one hand people are 
encouraged to try and explain to landowners, private hunting clubs, 
etc. the biological issues involved and what the department thinks 
they should be doing and it is hard for him to tell Secretary Van 
Sickle that "no" I do not encourage people that work for his 
division to go out and talk to people about what they should be 
doing in the way of proper management and if it involves in having 
the Commission to take some action to change a season then the 
answer is "yes". In the case of still hunting versus dog hunting 
when changes are made it is always controversial and it is 
necessary that the department does as good as job as it can in 
making sure that they have the private landowners support and the 
support of the people who hunt in the area which entails talking 
to people pointed out Mr. Bateman. Secretary Van Sickle stated 
that what she is getting at is could the department establish a 
policy basically that would prevent anyone from doing this in the 
future and hopefully this would take care of Senator McPherson's 
problem.

Senator McPherson stated that Mr. Bateman made a very true 
statement "that none of the major landowners had a problem with 
them changing it to no dog hunting", but at the same time none of

S'-*"
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the landowners had a problem with it staying open to dog hunting 
so this was kind of a one sided statement that Mr. Bateman made. 
T. L. James Lumber Company has extensive holdings in Rapides Parish 
and Mr. Travis Joiner who manages it does not back up from anybody. 
They have leased extensive tracts of their lands to private 
individuals in lease situations and are not afraid to exercise 
their domain over their properties but have not chosen to do this 
even thought they are presently talking with people about leasing 
up part of this land. The Crowells were approached by the 
department to let the department exercise control over their 
property and put it into a management situation, stop the dog 
hunting on it, and they flatly turned the department down. They 
don't even do timber management on their land. They want the land 
to sit there and be opened to the public to be used historically 
just like it always had stated Senator McPherson. The other group 
that Mr. Bateman mentioned was the Meeker Hunting Club and Mr. 
Billy Tanner, President of the club is attending the meeting and 
wants to explain what his position was and how his letter came to 
the department advised Senator McPherson.

Mr. Billy Tanner, President of the Meeker Hunting Club, 
central Louisiana, addressed the Commission. Mr. Tanner explained 
that to clarify the letter that he did write, he wrote one letter 
back in January that got the whole thing rolling and was under th 
impression that he was writing for a survey, statewide, of^dder 
hunting. Mr. Tanner stated that he has always opposed it and this 
is not anything that is secret in his area. This other^letter was 
written just to give some information as to how the" letter was 
gotten from him. Mr. Tanner was approached by tjie^biologist that 
le mentioned and was told that to write the letter he had to sign 

it>as representing a large hunting club, so many acres, to have any 
clop or pull statewide. Never was Mr. Tanner told that it was 
going to be their particular area. M r Z  Tanner also asked this 
particular person if it would be o.k. , a's he was very important in 
some other clubs, to get letters fronytfhese particular people. He 
was told they did not want letters from them because of size, but 
little did Mr. Tanner know it was ̂ size, it was location and Mr. 
Tanner did not find this out until later. Mr. Tanner stated that 
he was mislead, really mislead. Mr. Tanner believes that this 
particular situation was not done right and that the dog hunters 
had no input whatsoever into this and were just stepped on an 
recommended that the Commission reconsider* this.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary/what would the ramifications/if 
this is changed after the pamphlets have already been printed. 
Secretary Van Sickle stated that the major concern is that there 
have been public hearings, regulations have been published and if 
the regulations are changed at this point and a case is presented 
to the District Attorney what would happen and asked Colonel Winton 
Vidrine to address this. Secretary Van Sickle said another problem 
she has is that there is one set of people attending this meeting 
today and if regulations are going to be changed then the 
department is doing exactly what Senator McPherson accused them of 
before and that is listening to one group of people and the rest



of the public has not had a chance to be here. Senator McPherson 
commented that you are opening something so there is no prosecution 
problem. Secretary Van Sickle stated that open versus close either 
way it is the law, it is changing the law in the regulations they 
set. Senator McPherson advised that the Commission has the 
authority to do this and you are not closing an area where an V' 
individual points to the handbook and says I was hunting here 
because it shows that it was opened. He would not have^that 
defense to use with the District Attorney, here you^are doing the 
opposite, you are opening an area that in you(^judgetoent should have 
been opened because of a problem that was seen. Secretary Van 
Sickle asked about the hunters that would not know about this 
they see the dogs running around, then they call the agentsand it 
causes problems because they have a regulation book that/Sciys you 
are not suppose to be there. Senator McPherson stated that the
agent could explain and areas are closed all the time^by emergency 
rule, there is no problem. Mr. Jones stated that (could use the 
defense of saying they thought they were in the area when they are 
six sections west of that. Senator McPherson stated that if that 
was going to be their defense they could just say that thought they 
were in north Evangeline Parish, this could happen anytime. Mr. 
Jenkins stated that he has a couple of serious concerns and they 
are almost exactly what Secretary Van Sickle just expressed. Mr. 
Tanner said that dog hunters were mistreated and they were not at 
meetings and Mr. Jenkins cannot remember any meeting that was held i 
anywhere that there was not a good contingent of dog huntersf^*^ 
Today the Commission is being asked on short notice to/make a 
change without really giving the whole community interested in this 
issue both sides an opportunity to talk about it^and at this point 
Mr. Jenkins thinks the Commission would be making a serious mistake 
to try and make a change this late but wouldconsider a change the 
next time there is an opportunity and ap^the appropriate time with 
proper public notice and input into jK'clecision. Senator McPherson
advised that this was publicizes and was on the Commission's 
agenda, on the television as last as last night and has been widely 
discussed in Rapides Parish and the surrounding parishes and the 
Commission should not have any fears that they were going to be 
doing something without public notice as was actually the case when 
it was originally done. Mr. Jenkins asked Senator McPherson if 
what he is saying is that there was not enough proper notice when 
the rule was adopted? Senator McPherson stated that he is saying 
if your theory this morning is that there was no proper notice for 
this meeting, you had much more public notice for this meeting then 
you did for the previous meeting where the rule was adopted. Dr. 
Hines commented that generally in the past he has certainly beej 
against anything once it is decided and printed. Dr. Hines apked 
if not the department was under the impression that the majority 
of the people wanted this area closed. Mr. Bateman answered that 
was part of the formula and as he said a minute ago hunter 
acceptance is always being talked about but it is also(biological 
reason. The deer herd densities in and out of this area also play 
just as important a role. Dr. Hines asked Mr. Bateman if he is 
saying there is a biological reason to close this area and not open 
it to dog hunting. Mr. Bateman answered absolutely and this



recommendation was made to the Commission and discussed this 
particular issue with the district supervisor four months ago and 
went through all the steps.

Chairman Pol asked if it was Mr. Bateman's recommendation that 
it not be changed at the present time. Mr. Bateman answered yes 
sir.

Colonel Vidrine answered Secretary Van Sickle's question and 
stated that from a law enforcement standpoint if an area was to be 
closed that was previously advertised as opened then there would 
be a problem, but being that this is opening a closed area Colonel 
Vidrine does not believe that there would be any problems.

Chairman Pol asked Secretary Van Sickle what was 
administration's recommendation. Secretary Van Sickle state$3/tliat 
when the biologists tell her that this was done on a^b-roiogical 
basis she always supports the staff and trustv_£he±r judgement. 
Secretary Van Sickle does understand the concern about one member 
of the staff and it was not right if it did happen. One way that 
the department can assure Senator McPherson and the public that it 
is not the policy of the department for the staff to go out and 
try to take sides on issues that do not have any biological basis 
is by a minor change in the department's policy manual that would 
basically outline the bounds in which employees are to solicit 
input to the Commission on issues such as this.

Senator McPherson stated that the remaining problem would then 
be public confidence in the system and thinks if the Commission 
would take the action that Senator McPherson has requested this 
would be done.

Senator McPherson further stated that he has tried jtg__handle' 
himself just as responsible as he could without getti-ng"down to the 
all the little nuances that have happenecU-rnT"this situation and 
some of the comments that have been-"heard this morning on this 
thing. This is why it is sojtainted. Senator McPherson stated 
that he would not think^abtiut getting in an argument with Mr. 
Bateman about whether it'is biologically sound or not and of course 
a recommendation was/made to close dog hunting in the Kisatchie 
National Forest which is exactly the same terrain, exactly adjacent 
to it as is most of the rest of Rapides Parish and the other 
surrounding parishes and if they recommended closing this area then 
they should do it statewide and go ahead and make the 
recommendations and everybody get with the program. But if it is 
a matter of trying to work with the public and trying to work with 
the user's groups and trying to maintain public confidence in what 
we are all trying to do then this should have been done on the fact 
that yes maybe it is biologically sound to close this area cause 
you will get a deer for twenty five acres instead of a hundred or 
a hundred and fifty acres but then the public has also got to be 
educated to this and cannot have an I&E officer going around and 
under the scenes, hiding it from the public, trying to get his 
thing done when not just as an employee he has an interest and



believes he is doing right for the controversy but he has got a 
personal interest outside of the department in that he hunts in 
this particular area and he don't want dogs crossing his lease and 
so he goes around and solicits some letters. Those landowners did 
not know what letters they were signing or the purpose of those 
letters. They did not know it was to benefit an employee of the 
department to keep dogs off of his private lease. This is the 
problem and not whether it is biological sound. Secretary Van 
Sickle advised Senator McPherson that she is willing to tackle this 
as she says. Senator McPherson stated that at the same time let's 
restore public confidence by changing this incident around that 
happened as a result of a problem that the department is 
recognizing and is willing to resolve.

Chairman Pol commented that if this indeed happened, on behalf 
of the Commission and Secretary Van Sickle they certainly do 
apologize and it should not have happened. Chairman Pol stated 
that he along with Secretary Van Sickle wants Senator McPherson to 
serve on the new committee because they know how sincere he has 
been and hopefully this will satisfy and solve the problems on this_v^e_ 
issue. '— "

Chairman Pol then advised that it is the recommendation of the 
administration and Secretary Van Sickle's that/not be ehancreql_to 

for hunting with dogs and called for a motion. A motion was 
made by Dr. Hines that the Commission reconsider opening that area 
in Rapides Parish to dog hunting that has been closed previously. 
Chairman Pol called for a second. There being no second the motion 
died and the area remains closed at the present time. Chairman Pol 
stated that they appreciated Senator McPherson coming to the 
meeting and certainly hope that with him serving on the new panel 
these problem\in the future will be alleviated.

Secretary Van Sickle asked Mr. Bateman if he would draft up 
something like she was describing to prevent this sort of confusion 
in the future. _______ - 3^v\

At Friday's meeting Mr. Bateman-^addressed the Commission and 
informed them that there was another group from Plaquemine Parish 
regarding pretty much the same issue and a letter was sent asking 
that the Plaquemines Parish/on Dog Hunting that has been in effect 
for several years be reconsidered at this meeting. Chairman Pol 
called for a motion that the rules be suspended and this issue 
taken up. Dr. Hines made a motion that the rules be suspended and 
this issue be taken up. Mr. Jones seconded the motion and it 
passed unanimously.

Mr. Bateman then presented the letter from Plaquemines Parish 
to the Commissioners which represented their request to come to the 
meeting today and discuss this. Mr. Bateman introduced Mr. Pie 
Dupuy and asked him to address the Commission.

Mr. Pie Dupuy, Plaquemines Parish, addressed the Commission. 
Mr. Dupuy stated that Senator Nunez and Luke Petrovich were also



suppose to attend the meeting and at this time he does not know why 
they were not here. The parish has had a resolution since last 
year, May 11, 1989, for running of dogs on the east bank. There 
is no reason why they should not run stated Mr. Dupuy. There is 
plenty of game, the land is owned or leased with some of the 
hunting clubs having as much as six thousand acres to run on and 
there is no population problem. In the area where Mr. Dupuy hunts 
there is only one lady that lives in there and she is the one they 
lease the land from. In the other areas that are hunted by the 
other clubs there are no houses at all. Mr. Dupuy stated he cannot 
see why the department will not let them run their dogs and that 
this is going to be the fourth year of closure. Mr. Dupuy 
commented that they had received a letter from Mr. Dave Moreland 
of the department stating that they had a good deer population. 
Mr. Dupuy asked that the Commission consider opening the east bank 
to dogs.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that this was the same sort of 
thing that they had just gone through with Senator McPherson about 
changing the regulation and proposed that Mr. Dupuy be put on the 
department's mailing list for every meeting of the new Deer 
Advisory Task Panel and that he be involved in the next year's 
season setting process. This process is being opened a lot at this 
point to try to get some more meaningful public input. The 
Commission has formed an advisory panel specifically to look at dog 
hunting and still hunting around the state in the different 
regions. There will be people from Mr. Dupuy's area that will be 
speaking and representing their interest Secretary Van Sickle 
informed Mr. Dupuy and stated that at a minimum they will get him 
involved in this facilitation process to work out these problems. 
Mr. Dupuy advised that there were no still hunters in the area or 
involved in the dog hunting issue. Secretary Van Sickle stated 
that there was also the biological basis. Mr. Dupuy stated that 
there were no biological reasons for this.

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Bateman to give the reason why this 
area was closed to dog hunting. Mr. Bateman explained five or six 
years ago three hurricanes flooded Plaquemines Parish and there was 
a big to do about flooded lands and by request from the parish 
council in Plaquemines the area was closed to dog hunting. The 
short story is that the deer herd has recovered and they have good 
numbers of deer on a lot of the wooded land. The land that is 
being discussed is basically land north of the Bohemia Wildlife 
Management Area on the east side of the river which is the private 
land on the east side of the river. The public lands would remain 
closed to dog hunting because it is basically the Mississippi River 
Delta and the management area. Those particularly land^in^the 
judgment of the biological staff see no problem with the deer herd 
currently but keep in mind that it has been still hunting for the 
last four or five years and the department's recommendation is the 
same that was just made on the Rapides Parish. If the department 
did not think there was a biological reason to continue to be able 
to maintain this good deer herd under the present conditions it 
would have been recommended to change it back before now stated



Mr. Bateman. Mr. Bateman advised that he had c^me to the 
Commission in April with the same information that he/has now and 
in good conscience made a recommendation based on coming up through 
the district supervisors that these particular actions be taken and 
that position remains the same. /

Chairman Pol asked Mr. Dupuy if he would (to say anything 
further. Mr. Dupuy stated no sir. Chairman Pol asked what were 
the feeling of the Commission on this issue and if there were any 
questions. Chairman Pol stated that it is the feelings of the 
Commission that they will consider this for next year but no 
changes will be made this year.

Ms. Bettsie Baker, at Friday's meeting, stated that she had 
something to bring up under Other Business and it would require a 
rule suspension. On behalf of Dravo Basic Materials Ms. Baker 
explained that they had a problem. At this point in time the lease 
has been suspended in Lake Pontchartrain for their shell dredging 
operations. There is a clause in the lease which requires them to 
have a Performance Bond while the lease is in place. Dravo would 
like the requirement of the Performance Bond be waived during the 
period of time while shell dredging has been suspended in Lake 
Pontchartrain as they are having to make significant insurance 
payments. Ms. Baker advised that this is a legitimate request on 
their behalf.

Dr. Hines moved that the rules be waived. Mr. Jenkins 
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

Mr. Jenkins then made the motion that the bond be waived. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. McCall and passed unanimously.

At Friday's meeting Mr. Bateman addressed the Commission and 
asked that they take another item up under Other Business, Fee 
Lands/Corps of Engineers. Mr. Jones made a motion for suspension 
of the rules. Seconded by Dr. Hines and passed unanimously.

Mr. Bateman stated that for the last few months the Corps of 
Engineers have been working hard to secure title to lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin that are connected with Corps projects. This is 
mitigation land that they have acquired title to. This would be 
emergency action, emergency declaration that the Commission would 
need to do that would allow the department to take title to and 
incorporate about eighty two hundred acres of new public land in 
the basin that would be either adjacent to, nearby, or within the 
boundary of the Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge and the 
Sherburne Wildlife Management Area. Mr. Dave Morrison has a map 
showing the properties involved advised Mr. Bateman. If the 
Commission does not take this action and change the rules there 
would be public access to all these inholdings and lands in the 
wildlife management area that would be the same as outside season. 
Mr. Bateman asked the Commission to take action to formally 
promulgate, today, rules and regulations on this property that by 
licensed from the Corps of Engineers, which the department has in



hand, that will license the legal title to this property over to 
the department, will have the same hunting rules and regulations 
as the Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge and the Sherburne 
Wildlife Management Area which are already published in the 
pamphlet.

Chairman Pol asked if this was dedicated property. Mr. 
Bateman answered that it has been purchased by the Corps of 
Engineers and by license and the legal entanglements were just 
resolved in the last week. This is an important action on the 
Commission's part and would allow the department to regulate the 
public activity on the eighty two hundred acres and bring the 
property in compliance with the rules that have already been 
established on the other public lands. Mr. Bateman then presented 
the Resolution/Emergency Declaration on the Fee Lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin.

Chairman Pol called for questions. There being none Chairman 
Pol called for a motion. A motion was made by Dr. Hines that the 
Commission adopt the resolution and emergency declaration. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway is the largest bottomland 
hardwood swamp in North America, and supports a wide variety 
of wildlife species indigenous to such habitat, and

WHEREAS, in recent years an agreement, incorporated in an
interagency feasibility study led by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, designed to keep the Basin in a natural state 
called for the acquisition and management of 90,000 acres 
within the Basin for public access, and

WHEREAS, Dow Chemical Company donated 40,000 acres, the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries purchased 11,780 acres 
and created the Sherburne WMA, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service purchased 15,22 acres and created the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, and

WHEREAS, the remaining 23,000 acres are to be acquired by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, authorized by the Supplemental 
Appropriations ACt of 1985, and

WHEREAS, cost sharing provisions were modified in the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986— Public Law 99-662. The 
Energy and Water Development Appropriation Act of 1986—  
Public Law 100— 102, passed by Congress in December 1987, 
provided current funds for Corps acquisitions, and



WHEREAS, the Sherburne Wildlife Management Area, and the 
Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge, are managed by the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, initial acquisitions by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
8,281.70 are proposed to be managed by the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has issued a license to 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries delegating 
management authority to the state, now

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission does hereby adopt the emergency rule and 
accept the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers license authorizing 
the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to execute 
management authority over Corps acquired fee lands in the 
Atchafalaya Basin, consistent with rules and regulations 
adopted by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission for 
Sherburne Wildlife Management Area and the Atchafalaya 
National Wildlife Refuge, now

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the Secretary 
of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to 
take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission 
to promulgate and effectuate these emergency regulations and 
the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the 
Fiscal and Economic Impact Statements, the filing of the 
Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and correspondence 
to other agencies of government.

Virginia Van Sickle Warren I. Pol
Secretary Chairman

(The full text of the emergency 
declaration is made a part of the 
record)

DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953B 
of the Administrative Procedure Act and under the authority of R.S. 
56:6 and 115, the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby finds 
that the public welfare and the wildlife resources are best served 
by adopting the following emergency rule:

That the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
assume immediate management responsibilities effective



at 6:00 a.m., October 6, 1990 and provide public access 
to recently purchased fee lands in the Atchafalaya Basin 
by the U.S.Army Corps of Engineers. Said lands encompass 
8,281.70 acres in Iberville Parish north of Interstate 
10. Further, that these lands are primarily located 
within the boundaries and are contiguous with the 
Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge lands on which the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries is the 
managing agency.

The Commission finds that the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries' immediate mandate of management authority authorized 
by license from U.S. Corps of Engineers would serve to provide 
pubic access and effect a more positive and practical management 
approach for a larger land base within the Atchafalaya Basin. 
Management rules and regulations, season dates, and bag limits for 
said lands are to be consistent with such published for Sherburne 
Wildlife Management Area - Atchafalaya National Wildlife Refuge in 
the 1990-91 hunting season rules and regulations officially 
approved and adopted by the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission under 
authority vested by Section 115 of Title 56 of the Louisiana 
Revised Statutes of 1950.

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman

At Friday's meeting, Mr. Dennis Stine of the Governor's Office 
addressed the Commission on the Bond Sale/New Orleans Building. 
Mr. Stine stated that he would like to address the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Building soon to be the Supreme Court Building, 400 Royal 
Street. Mr. Stine commented that he understands that at the last 
commission meeting the Commission chose not to surplus the property 
to the Division of Administration which is the chief manager of 
assets in the state and who would in turn surplus it to the Supreme 
Court— structure in order that they could start remodeling the 
building. Mr. Stine stated that he thinks there has been some 
concern of the Commission members with regard to when the dollars 
will be received with respect to the land that the state is going 
to buy for hunters and fishermen across the state. If the 
Commission will recall there was talk about the building being 
worth anywhere from fifteen to eighteen million dollars. It was 
determined that a good price was twenty million dollars but with 
buying land and the fish hatchery the twenty million was raised. 
Twenty four million dollars was put in the Capital Outlay Bill, 
eighteen million for the purchase of land and six million dollars 
for the building of the fish hatchery advised Mr. Stine. Mr. 
Stine's responsibility as Chief Financial Officer of the state is 
to build the executive budget and the capital outlay budget and to 
march it through the legislative process. The land purchase was 
initially put in cash in the Appropriations bill but because of 
running a risk of getting this through the legislature it was moved 
over to the Capital Outlay bill. When this is done you have to 
have a priority system in spending the money when it goes in the
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Capitol Outlay bill. The beauty of this being in the" Capital 
Outlay bill is that it carries on year after year whereas 
Appropriations die. Mr. Stine/pointed out that the Commission's 
concern has been over the fact of surplusing the building before 
the dollars are received and explained how the Capital Outlay 
process works. The state has a system, priorities one through 
four. Anybody that has a capital outlay request that is a priority 
one comes before the Bond Commission and indicate/that they are a 
priority one and wants- to do a cash line of credit to start the 
construction of the project or the purchase of the land. Priority 
one should take place in the first quarter of the each, priority 
two in the second quarter, priority three in the third quarter and 
priority four in the fourth quarter. In the Roemer Administration 
it has not happened this way and priority one through four have 
been taken care of before those quarters. Priority three was taken 
care of before January of last year. There was some confusion over 
the fact that two hundred million dollars in general obligation 
bonds had just been sold about a month ago stated Mr. Stine and 
someone commented that they did not see their project inedited in 
the issue so maybe we are not going to get our money. Mr. Stine 
explained that issues are inedited in the bond commission, selling 
of the general obligation bonds, and cash is received whenever cash 
lines of credits are done. When a bond is sold the state has to 
know where the dollars are going to be actually allocated to so 
that there is some type of security. The most important part is 
that when you get your cash line of credit you get your cash 
pointed out Mr. Stine. At this point Mr. Stine informed the 
Commission of where the dollars were: five million dollars of the 
general obligation bond is in priority three and it is anticipated 
that a cash line of credit can be received to take this cash down 
to buy the land hopefully by November, but more than likely 
December or possibly as late as January; thirteen million dollars 
in priority four which could be as late as April and if for some 
reason all of it does not come up this year it will roll over to 
the next year? one million dollars in priority three for the fish 
hatchery and one million dollars in priority four and four million 
in priority five. Priority five is what is called trailing money 
and means that there is six million dollars there that starting 
roughly in November, December and if the department is prepared to 
move forward they could conceivably let the contract for the entire 
six million dollars but can only draw one million dollars to pay 
the contractor in the third quarter or when cash lines of credit 
are done. When priority four is reached another million dollars 
can be drawn and the next year the balance of the money would be 
drawn. Having all of the money in a priority system tells the 
contractor that the money is there and safe stated Mr. Stine. The 
priorities are set up with regard to cash draw down schedules 
because if you do not need the money then why do you get the money 
in advance commented Mr. Stine and this is the reason five million 
dollars was put in priority three. Mr. Stine recommended that the 
Commission allow the Secretary to surplus the property when they 
come for a cash line of credit and it is approved, priority three, 
which there would be no reason not to approve. If the department 
is not ready in November to go forward with this then a Certificate



of I & I (impossibility and impracticality) will have to be done 
by the department. Mr. Stine restated his recommendation that when 
the cash draw down is done on priority three or a Certificate of 
I & I is done, meaning that the state is ready but the department 
is not, that the Secretary at that time and that time only would 
surplus the property to the Division of Administration. The 
Division of Administration would rather that the property be 
surplused to them now and in turn it would go to the Supreme Court 
but recognizes the Commission's caution and this is the reason Mr. 
Stine's recommendation would be not to surplus the property until 
the department starts drawing the money. Concluding, Mr. Stine 
stated that he would be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Pol asked about the fish hatchery and whether or not 
it would be handled through Facility Planning regarding an 
architect. Mr. Stine explained that there is^an Architect 
Selection Committee and the members are Mr. Stip^f the user agency, 
and three private architects. The user agendy in most cases puts 
out three names and if there is no problems the committee will go 
along with the user agency's request. The Secretary of the 
department would most likely sit on ̂ Architect Selection-Committee 
along with the others. Mr. Stine ekpl-ained~that~in his mind he 
believes the department is a little bit behind the curve. They are 
in priority three for a million, priority four for a million, and 
priority five for four million meaning that if priority three is 
reached in November the entire building could actually be put under 
contract at that time. To do this it will take some time and Mr. 
Stine stated that he believes a Certificate of I & I will have to 
be done so that state can jump over the department and get somebody 
else possibly in priority four. Anytime the department is ready 
all they would have to do is pull back their Certificate of I & I 
and will immediately be the next one up. Because of the fact that 
there are no architects, plans, etc. we are going to be late on 
this one stated Mr. Stine. Chairman Pol asked if the Commission 
had any questions for Mr. Stine.

Mr. Jenkins asked if they got through all the priorities every 
ear? Mr. Stine answered no not every year but intend to this year 

primarily as a result of the two hundred million dollars obligation 
bond! sold but if not it will be rolled over. Mr. Jenkins asked if 
you had a priority four .in one year and you did not get to it would 
it be re-prioritized. Mr. Stine answered right. Mr. Jenkins 
further asked when the re-priority structure came up would you 
stiTT fesfee be in number four. Mr. Stine answered that the 
legislature has the prerogative because they are the ones that 
actually__passed the bill but the Division of Administration will 
set-the priorities and generally the priorities are met with regard 
to Capital Outlay Bill. Mr. Stine recommended that since the 
department is in three and four and if they get everything together 
to buy the land then they should try to do it all this year (June 
30th). Mr. Jenkins asked if the state was going to have another 
bond sale. Mr. Stine advised that they have one tentatively 
planned next year at this time but it just depends on a lot of 
factors. If the money is needed in the Escrow Fund the state will
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go to market and if not they will hold up. The state has not been 
in the market for three years andztiie debt affordability looks very 
good in Louisiana and is rated/triple B plus which is just above 
Massachusetts. When the bonds were sold this last time the 
investors bought Louisiana,as if they were rated A and were sold 
at 7.1 and this says /the institutional investors believe in 
Louisiana.

Chairman Pol advised that he had request Mr. Landrum to draw 
up a resolution pertaining to this issue and asked Mr. Stine if he 
had seen the resolution. Mr. Stine apologized for not having 
reviewed the resolution. Chairman Pol read the resolution. Mr. 
Stine recommended « that in lieu of the word "bond" to use "cash 
line of credit". A motion was made by Mr. Jones to adopt the 
resolution. The motion was seconded by Mr. Jenkins and passed 
unanimously.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Commission, upon the receipt of the cash 
line of credit of $5,000,000 (FIVE MILLION DOLLARS), the first 
installment of the $24,000,000 in bonded indebtedness due to 
the Department through the Capital Outlay process, dedicated 
to the purchase of fish and wildlife habitat, and the 
establishment of a fish hatchery, the Secretary is authorized 
to take all appropriate measures to declare the building owned 
by this Commission at 400 Royal Street, New Orleans, 
Louisiana, to be declared surplus property and to be disposed 
of accordingly by the Division of Administration and/or its 
designees. Subsequent to the initial deposit the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will receive the balance 
of $19,000,000 for these projects from future bond sales and 
lines of credit.

Upon passage of the resolution Mr. Stine informed the 
Commissioners that he was going to contact the Supreme Court 
Justice and advise him of the Commission's resolution.

(The following minutes of the October Commission meeting were taken 
from notes as the recording equipment failed and there is no tape 
of the last part of the meeting.)

(The full text of the resolution 
is made a part of the record)

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

RESOLUTION

Warren I . Pol 
Chairman



The Secretary's Report to the Commission was given to the 
Commission at Friday's meeting. Secretary Van Sickle reported that 
the new season of the department's television magazine will 
premiere today, Thursday, Oct. 5, at 7:00 p.m. Ms. Sara Ann Harris 
has been promoted and is now in charge of the television magazine.

Mr. Karl Turner of the Seafood Marketing and Promotion section 
has been working with the Heinz Company and promoting Louisiana 
shrimp that will be used in advertising their cocktail sauce.

The project of restoring Queen Bess Island will take 14.5 
thousand cubic yards of shell and the shell to be used is the shell 
that is owned to the department by the shell dredgers.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is considering the proposal 
to list the Louisiana Black Bear as a threatened species and will 
be holding a public hearing on October 11, 1990 at the Wildlife and 
Fisheries building in Baton Rouge. A letter was written to the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on behalf of the timber owners by 
the department asking how the listing would affect the timber 
owners. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service responded to the 
department prior to the public hearing on October 11.

Secretary Van Sickle brought before the Commission a contract 
with LSU, Dr. Geaghan, for a cooperative fishery project between 
LSU and the department. The contract was summarized by Secretary 
Van Sickle and she asked the Commissioners if they would approve 
it at this meeting or did the Commission still wanted to review all 
contracts with LSU before execution.

At this time during the Commission meeting a copy of a letter, 
dated October 4, 1990, to Secretary Van Sickle from H. Rouse 
Caffey, Chancellor, LSU Agricultural Center was passed out to the 
Commissioners. In his letter. Dr. Caffey pointed out that he was 
surprised to learn last week that there had been a significant 
change in the procedures in the funding of projects from the 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries to the LSU Agricultural 
Center. Dr. Caffey requested a meeting with the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission to discuss this subject as soon as possible 
and asked Secretary Van Sickle to arrange such a meeting and check 
with him to make sure that his schedule was open.

Chairman Pol informed Secretary Van Sickle that he and Mr. 
Jenkins did go to LSU to meet with Dr. Caffey to discuss this but 
were never even given the courtesy of seeing him and had to meet 
with another gentleman. Chairman Pol stated that they had been 
treated like dogs at LSU. Chairman Pol advised that sometime ago 
the Commission had decided that all LSU contracts were to be 
reviewed before execution and this has not changed.

Secretary Van Sickle asked that the Commission reconsider 
their decision on reviewing LSU contracts and let the department 
handle them through the Undersecretary.



Dr. Hines suggested that if the department did handle the 
contracts that the Commission be kept informed of what contracts 
were taking place.

Chairman Pol explained why the Commission had asked that LSU 
contracts be reviewed and brought out the cost and "in house" 
projects. It was pointed out that Dr. Clark had advised at a prior 
Commission meeting that some of these projects could be done "in 
house".

After some discussion on whether or not the review was for all 
contracts or just LSU contracts Mr. Jenkins recommended that the 
decision include all contracts which he thought it already had.

Secretary Van Sickle advised that having the contracts 
reviewed by the Commission holds up the work to be done by the 
department and LSU and some of these contracts are very important 
because not all the work can be done "in house" and asked the 
Commission that they allow the department to proceed on the 
contract with Dr. Geaghan.

Mr. Jenkins recommended that a meeting be scheduled with Dr. 
Caffey. After a short discussion as to whether or not the whole 
membership of the Commission meet with Dr. Caffey it was decided 
that a possible meeting date would be the next commission meeting, 
November 1, at 1 p.m. or anytime prior to the start of the meeting 
at 2 p.m. The meeting will be in Baton Rouge, LA at the Wildlife 
and Fisheries building on Quail Drive.

Dr. Hines made a motion that the contract from LSU, Dr. 
Geaghan, that Secretary Van Sickle presented to the Commission for 
execution be accepted. Chairman Pol called for a second. There 
being no second, the motion died.

The National Hunting and Fishing Day celebration was a 
tremendous success and was held on Saturday, September 22, 1990. 
Events were hosted statewide by the department in Monroe, Baton 
Rouge and Lake Charles. Department personnel along with other 
organizations volunteered their services to help make this event 
a success. Secretary Van Sickle advised that she had some 
appreciation plaques made for the people who coordinated the event 
throughout the state. Mr. John Medica, Baton Rouge, Mr. Bill 
Breed, Monroe, and Mr. Bud Carpenter, Lake Charles will each 
receive a plaque.

The Black Bass Management Plan will be brought up at the next 
Commission meeting and the proposal will be presented. Secretary 
Van Sickle asked Mr. Bennie Fontenot, Chief of the Freshwater 
Division to mail copies of the plan to the Commission so that they 
may review it before the meeting.

Secretary Van Sickle announced that Ms. Karen Foote has been 
made Chief of the Research Division, Office of Fisheries. Mr. John
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Roussel is Acting Chief of the Marine Fisheries Section, Office of 
wildlife

Concluding, Secretary Van Sickle asked Ms. Bettsie Baker to 
give a brief update on the rest^of the property which is up for bid 
in New Orleans and the move of'department from 400 Royal Street to 
a new building. Ms. Baker briefly discussed the sale of the 
properties and hopefully the move will take place as soon as 
possible. Possible new locations are being looked at by the 
department.

Chairman Pol asked if there anything else to be brought before 
the Commission.

Mr. Gordon Hutchinson, President of the Louisiana Still 
Hunters Association addressed the Commission. Mr. Hutchinson 
stated that the association supports the Commission's wise decision 
to leave the area closed to hunting with dogs in Rapides Parish 
which Senator Joe McPherson brought before the Commission. In his 
address to the Commission Mr. Hutchinson made it quite clear that 
he did not agree with Senator McPherson or with some of the things 
that have taken place involving the still hunting/dog hunting 
issue.

There being no other business to bring before the Commission 
Mr. Jenkins made a motion that the October Commission meeting be 
adjourned. The motion was seconded by Dr. Hines and passed 
unanimously.

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary
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